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HERE has been lately publiſhed, in a very 
Alt} rude, inſulting ſtile, according to the judg- 
7 ment of many of my friends, a pretended 
AY Defence of the Rev. Dr, Foſter's Sermon of 

8 Catholic Communion, in which they think 1 
— am very ill uſed, For the author is not 
content with repreſenting me as deſtitute of penetration and 
Judgment, p. 5. or common ſenſe to underſtand plain Engliſh, 
p. 16; /o blind, as not to diſcern the true ſenſe of what 1 
read, p. 7. but greſsly ftupid, p. 17. and not capable zo ſee 
the difference of two lines, p. 37. under the influence of a pre- 
ſumptuous and deluſive imagination, ſevere and dogmaticat, 
p. 7. deſtitute of candour and equity as well as ſenſe, p. 9. 
like one whom nothing can ſatisfy, p. 15. judging that another”s 
profeſs d agreement with me in part cannot be ſincere, unleſs he 
bt agrees with me wholly and entirely, p. 6. that I engaged in a 
75 very hardy and deſperate attempt, p. Id. and have ſo notorieufly 
' miſrepreſented and abuſed the Doctor, p. 18. in ſuch ſhocking 
. inſtances, p. 11, that nothing all go bexand it for falſity and 
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groſs confidence, p. 13. repreſenting the Doctor upon ſeveral ec- 
caſions, as ſaying what he never did ſay, and what Mr. K. knew 
was directly contrary to the Doctor's ſentiments, p. 10. as 1h 
I ctuld outface the plaineſi truth, p. 14. wanting not only 


truth and modeſty, p. 16. ſo that he was ſomewhat at a boſs 


how to ſupport the gentleman's character, as having in it any 
great meaſure of honeſty and candour, p. 7. as acting contrary 
to engagements and conſcience, and with a di poſition unbecoming 
a man of honour and a chriſtian, p. 17. at he does in reali- 
ty (as well as too much in appearance) think the cauſe he efpouſes 
ig good engugh, to render lawful almoſt any methods, which can be 
uſed in a warm zeal of defending it, p. 17, that he thought his 


ſentiments, about baptiſm, ſo very ſacred, and infallibly impor- 


tant, as to juſtify almoſt any methods, which can be uſed to ela- 
bliſh and ſupport them, p. 11. and that he takes upon him—a 
ſpecial authority—to model and erect churches upon his own pecu- 
liar plan, p. 28. JON 

Heavy charges theſe ; but I willingly ſubmit it to my read- 
ers, how far I have deſerved them; and with what truth and 
juſtice they are charged upon me. I am ſure our author has 
not proved them. And as they are wholly undeſerved by 
me, they of courſe recoil upon his own head, and muft cen- 
ter where they are more juſtly deſerved: for the contrary 
is ſo evident in my Examination, tho' overlook'd by him, 
that had I been ſure of meeting with the ill uſage I have re- 
ceived from Philocath. I think I ſhould not have altered any 
thing in it, to make my own ſenſe more clear and explicit 
than it now is, to every diſcerning reader; but perhaps, in 
one ſentence, might have added a word or two, -to ptevent 
the occaſion, which our author has moſt unfairly, not to ſay 


perverſly taken, and with ſo much ill nature improved to the 


utmoſt in order to reproach me. He very oddly ſpeaks of 
a mechanic method of diſputation; but had; he not uſed the 
moſt yulgar, I ſhould never have bet create by him fo 
rudely, as I am ; for tho' he ſeems ta#boaſt and glory in the 
name of a Catholic, yet his manner of writing, ſhews him 


too much a ſtranger to the ſpirit and temper of a Chriſtian : 
and the terms, in which he diſplays his catholiciſm, in his 
pretended Defence, are ſuch, that I ſhall neither envy his ta- 


lents, nor imitate his rhetoric. - : 

He appears ſuch a wretched fave to his potheſis, that his fond- 
neſs. for it perverts even bis reaſon; it hinders him from under- 
ſtanding, or even diſcerning the moſt convincing way of de- 
bating any point. And his performance is ſo full of perſonal 
mvectiye and calumny, as muſt give every judicious man fo 

much 


* 


Sermon of Catholic Communion, I 
much pain to read, that I indeed aſk pardon of the public 


for reciting them, or taking any notice of a piece, which 


merits nothing ſo much as contempt : tho? ſome think it 
right for me to vindicate myſelf, and defend the truth 1 
_ eſpouſe againſt this nameleſs oppoſer. What he pretends are 


becimens of my blundering and confufion, p. 11, 17. are no- 
* but 4 own miſtakes, as I ſhall ſhew hereafter ; and 
is therefore like all the reſt, only calculated for detraction: 
which is, indeed, too common an artifice to ſupply the want 


of argument; and oftentimes too ſucceſsful, becauſe words, 


which carry in them ſomething leſſening and reproachſul, 
with a free, bold air, may make the careleſs and inconſiderate 
reject the work they are uſed againſt, as unworthy of their 
regard. | | 

I call our author's pamphlet a pretended Defence; for with 


what propriety can that be called the Defence of a ſermon, 
every part of which was fully examined paragraph by para- 
graph, and ſhewn injurious to the Chriſtian cauſe 3 when 


he directly attempts no more than one paragraph out of 
nineteen, and about a dozen lines out of two others; and 
theſe three ſmall paſſages, he has ſo poorly vindicated in 
his pretended Defence, that only to recite my examination 


of them ſufficiently refutes our author? The firſt is, p. 10. 


where he cites from my Examination, p. 22. the following 
lines; but omits the firſt words in Roman, and curtails 
the. paſſage the better to cover his miſrepreſentations of me. 
1 had for more than a full page been reaſoning upon Dr, 
F—'s fourth paragraph, and proving baptiſm that high com- 
mand of Chriſt's, that outward and viſible act, which entitles 
to the privileges of his church, that every unbaptized perſon 
was clearly and plainly excluded from, and prohibited partaking 
of the Lord's Supper by Chriſt himſelf ; concluding thus, this 
then being the plain dottrine of Chrift and his apoſtles, we ſhall 
be much ſafer in acting agreeable to it, by refuſing to admit un- 
baptized perſons to communion, without the leaſt authority from 
them, than we can poſſibly be, if we proceed on precarious and con- 
jectural concluſions of our own, not warranted and ſupported by 


the New Teſtament; for ſuch are all the Doctor's pleas for their 


admiſſim. I then proceeded : * Moreover, he ſays, that one 
great deſign of appointing this ſocial branch of Chriſtian wor- 
« ſhip, eating bread and drinking wine together in remembrance 
, Chriſt as our ſaviour, was to be a public evidence and 
« teſlimony, that we belong to his ſpiritual body, And there- 
fore it is not that act, which brings us into ſuch ſpiritual 
relation with him; becauſe, as the Doctor ſays, it is a public 

| evidence 
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evidence and teſtimony, that we belong to his ſpiritual body, 
or have been conſtituted members thereof by the proper 
rite, which Chrift himſelf appointed for that end. For 
which reaſon the Doctor's ſcheme is without rule or order, 
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which way it is, that profeſſors belong to Chriſt's ſpiritual 
body; there being no other way appointed for conſtituting 
them members thereof but baptiſm.” 

Now as J had ſo largely proved the rite of baptiſm neceſ- 
fary to our communion with the truly conſtituted Chriſtian 
church, and ſhewn, that all the Doctor's pleas for the admiſſion 
of unbaptized perfons to it, were only precarious and conjec- 
tural concluſions, not warranted and ſupported by the New 


Te ent: and then again recited the Doctor's words at large, 


and ſhewn from them, that it could not be the communion, 
which brings Chriſtians into that ſpiritual relation with 
Chriſt, which he had mention'd : becauſe according to him 
it was only @ public evidence and teſtimony, that we belong to 
his ſpiritual body; ſo, of conſequence, they muſt before 
have been conſtituted members thereof by the proper rite, which 
Chrift himſelf appointed for that end, And that thoſe laſt 
words could not be added by me, as the Doctor's expreſſions, 
nor as the Doctor's ſenſe ; but as what I thought the juſt 
and true conſequence. of the terms he himſelf had uſed, is 
moſt evident from this, which followed; for which reaſon 


the Doctor's ſcheme is without rule or order, he having given us 


none, ' whereby we are to know how, or which way it is, that 


profeſſors belong to Chriſt's ſpiritual body; there being no other 
appointed for conſtituting them members thereof, Our author, 


to ſay the leaſt and beſt I can, after diſcovering much of his 
weakneſs about this paſſage, goes on with his uſual aſſurance, 


p. 11. Another ſhocking inſtance of the ſame kind, you 


< have in p. 33. Here cur author very clumſily introduces and 


tranſcribes the Doctor's ninth paragraph, and after that the fol- 
lowing part of my remarks upon it, but without diſtinguiſhing 


the Doctor's words from my own, as I had done. If, as Dr. 
< F-— here ſays, the only way to come at a right knowledge of 
this general invariable ground of Chriſtian communion, is by 
« ſearching the ſcriptures ; and that the rule of the goſpel is 
© expreſs and certain; and it is neceſſary this rule be ftriftly 
© adbered to; becauſe without it there can be no polſible center of 
© Chriſtianunity; then, by his own confeſſion, the far greater 


part of the world, are, I do not ſay in his words, cut off 


© from all hope of ſalvation by Chrift, but from the privileges 
© of Chriſtian communion”; becauſe the ſcripture no where 
3 * gives 


he having given us none, whereby we are to know how, or 
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© oives any inſtance of unbaptized perſons being admitted to 
< that privilege, nor any precept for the church ever to re- 
© ceive them : On the contrary, we have Chriſt's expreſs 


authority for rejecting them, John iii. 3, 5. And Dr. F— 


© ſays it is neceſſary, that this rule be ſirifly adhered to — be- 
© cauſe without it there can be no poſſible center of Chriſtian 


unity. Upon which Philocath. thus diſplays his rhetoric, 


„1 
i hen you have duly conſidered this repreſentation of 
the Doctor, I think, I may defy you, Sir, to produce, 
from any controverſy, a piece of management, that ſhall 
© go beyond it for falſity and and groſs confidence. The 
© rule, of which the Doctor was treating, was not the goſpel 
in general, conſidered as the rule of faith and practice to 
< Chriſtians ; but ſuch a rule of the goſpel, as determined 
© the general invariable ground of Chriſtian communion ; 
and he particularly ſpecified what that rule is, viz. That 
ce whoſoever believeth that Jeſus is the Chriſt, and endeavours 
to underſtand the revelation, which he brought from hea- 
4 yen, and to act agreeably to it, is a good Chriſtian,” — 
The rule therefore, which the Doctor ſays, it is neceſſary 
© to adhere to, is clearly this, and this only,“ as above. 
To this I reply, | 

'That our author has here perverted my meaning. I do not 
ſay, that John iii. 3, 5. is the Doctor's, but Chriſt's rule, 
a ſcripture rule, and therefore what the Doctor, upon his 
own principles, ſhould admit, becauſe he ſays the invariable 
ground of the Chriſtian communion can only be known by ſearch- 
ing the ſcriptures. But let us fairly examine what Philocath. 
calls the Doctor's rule, and we ſhall perceive, that it is 
greatly defective, not the adequate ſcripture rule, but only 
deviſed to ſerve his own hypotheſis, For where is it laid 
down as a rule for Chriſtian communion ? Does not Chriſt 
command ſuch believers to be -baptized ? Mark xvi. 16. 


-Did not the apoſtles require the converted Jews to be bapti- 


zed, before they received them into their communicn ? 
Acts ii. 37—42. Was not the Eunuch, and were not Cor- 
nelius and his friends, all baptized, as ſoon as they believed 
in Chriſt ? Acts viii. 37, 38. Chap. x. 47, 48. Is there 
one place of ſcripture which ſays, ſuch believers may be ad- 
mitted into the church without baptiſm ? Is there one in- 
ftance in all the New Teſtament, or in all Chriſtian anti- 
quity, of their being received to communion as believers, 
without baptiſm ? The Doctor's rule then is no ſcripture rule, 
as it leaves out that which was required of all believers, and 
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without which, conſequently, no believer could be, or ever 
was admitted, And therefore tho' we allow ſuch a believer 
has a right to our charity, we cannot admit, that he has any 

right to our, communion, | Þ 
But if by ſearching the ſcriptures, the Doctor did not in- 
tend the goſpel in general, conſidered as the rule of faith and 
practice to Chriſtians, as Philocath. boldly aſſerts, then it muſt 
of neceſſity be ſome particular rule of the goſpel, which is 
expreſs and certain, according to the Doctor's own words, 
and not any thing elſe for a rule, which is ſo far from being 
expreſs and certain in the goſpel, that the chapter and verſe, 
where it ſo reads, are no where to be found in the goſpel: 
then ſurely it could be no crime in me to argue, as I did, 
from a text in the goſpel,” which is expreſs and certain, as 
John iii. 3, 5. is. Tho' could J have imagined fo heavy a 
charge would have been exhibited againſt me for barely re- 
ferring to the text without citing the words, this very crimi- 
nal paſſage ſhould have read thus. On the contrary we have 
Chriſt's expreſs authority in the goſpel for rejecting them, 
John iii. 3, 5. And Dr. F— ſays it is neceſſary, that this 
rule, namely the rule of the goſpel, be ſtriftly adhered to, &c. 
for the words in the goſpel, — namely the rule of the goſpel being 
added, muſt have taken away the pretended foundation for 
all his inveEtive : tho?” as it is, the ſenſe is moſt apparently the 
fame ; for the rule of the goſpel, which are the Doctor's own 
words cited more at large in the ſame. paragraph, not ten 
lines before, ſhews our author very inconſiderate, and very 
hard put to it to find out an occaſion to vilify me as the 
molt notorious of all liars, ſo ſhameleſs and abandoned, that 
I could outface the plaingſt truth; guilty of a piece of manage- 
ment that nothing ſhall go. beyond it for falſity and groſs confi- 
dence, Is this Philocath.'s decency ? Is this his catholiciſm ? 
I abhor and deteſt it, and am ſo entirely innocent of this very 
heinous charge, that there 1s not the leaſt tittle of it true, 
either in thought or deed : and the whole paragreph juſt re- 
cited does fully and clearly acquit me of theſe vile imputa- 
tions; and ſo does the advertiſement between the concluſion 
and my poſtſcript. Beſides, as I fairly and faithfully reprint- 
ed every. paragraph of the Doctor's ſermon, ſo my Examina- 
tion, following each paragraph, can only be accounted my 
own reaſoning, according to what I thought his words fairly 
allowed, and that it was impoſſible I could ever once think 
of miſrepreſenting or abuſing his ſenſe, and publiſhing the 
detection of my crime along with it ; as the Doctor's ninth 
paragraph ſtands immediately before, and all his words fairly 
| dit- 
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1 diſtinguiſhed in Italicks, and my own in Roman, through- 
'F out this very criminal ſhort paragraph of mine, which 
he has ſo unjuſtly and moſt cruelly tortured and abuſed. 
But our author further adds, p. 15. | = 
There is, Sir, the ſame ſort of truth in that, which he ' |} 
© pretends he has by the Doctor's confeſſion, in this ſame. | 
J < paſſage, That which J think he here alludes to, is in what 
© he has numbered for the eighth paragraph of the DoCtor's 
: « ſermon ; in which, Dr. F— ſays, the thing, which St, Paul 
I < ſpeaks of, is the communion of Chriſtians 5 and therefore 
= * whatever determines the Chriſtian character, muſt alſo deter- 
| © mine the right to this communion, And what is this? is it 
© to eſpouſe the principles of any ſociety or denomination 
of Chriſtians ? is it to form a juſt idea of every part of 
* 
bo 
c 
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the goſpel revelation? Nothing of this kind can be main- 
tained, without cutting off the far greater part of the 
world from all hope of ſalvation by Chriſt.“ After which 
our author proceeds, And, indeed, if to be a Chriſtian, 
(be ſhould have ſaid, if Chriſtian communion, for *tis the right. 
« fo that privilege, which the Doctor was endeavouring to prove) 
depended upon ſuch next to impoſſible conditions, as are 
mentioned in the above queries, a man might, with the 
greateſt charity, and with more truth and modeſty than 
Mr. K. diſcovers, aſſert, as the Doctor in effect does, 
that but few of mankind could be ſaved. This, you ſee, 
Sir, and, one would think, every one who underſtood plain 
Engliſh, with a little common ſenſe, might have ſeen, is 
nothing elſe but ſuch a method of expreſſing himſelf, in 
which the Doctor clearly, and with as much ftrength as 
Juſtice, rejects all thoſe terms, there referred to, as not ne- 
ceſſary to a man's becoming a good Chriſtian, and, as 
ſuch, intitled to the fellowſhip of Chriſtians. What then 
can we think of the man, who, from ſucha paſſage, takes 
occaſion to intimate, that the Doctor thinks a perſon can- 
not have the leaſt hope of falvation, without the privilege 
of communion ? as Mr, K. does, p. 31. and here again, 
p. 33. to repreſent him as confeſiing, that, if the only | 
way to come at a right knowledge of the general invaria- . 
1 a ble ground of Chriſtian communion 75, to ſearch the ſcrip- 1 
cc tures, and that the rule of the goſpel is expreſs and certain, I 
and neceflary to be adhered to, then the far greater part 
of the world are cut off from all hope of falvation by 5 
„ Chriſt?” © By theſe inſtances of curious patchwork, in 
2 bd his own art of controverſy, he has ſhewn himſelf to he ei- 
kt c ther groſsly ſtupid, or elſe, that he does in reality, (as well , 
15 2. B Ss 
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as too much in appearance) think the cauſe he eſpouſes 
© is good enough, to render lawful, almoſt any methods, 
© which can be uſed in a warm zeal of defending it. 

© I do not think it requires any great abilities, to ſhew, 
© that his performance, ſo far as it relates to the ſubject of 
Catholic communion, is full of blundering and confuſion : 
and, in this reſpect, entirely of a piece with the ſpecimens 
© I have here ſet before you, But to follow him thro' the 
© whole, merely to give you the outſide form of a compleat 
Examination, would be only to imitate a ſorry copy, which 
* 1s more tedious than inſtructive or entertaining.” 

The ſorry copy, whach is more tedious than inſtructiue or en- 
tertaining, is his own pretended Defence: but it is at the ut- 
moſt diſtance, from being ſo much as the outſide form of a 
compleat Examination, as he expreſſes it, However, thus he 
gets rid of the taſk he had undertaken, with only diſcover- 
ing his inability to proceed in it with decency. And if the 
reader duly conſiders the repreſentations he has here given of 


me and my work, and the little or rather no occaſion for 


them, any more than for the two inſtances I before conſider- 
ed, he may perhaps think the whole more applicable to the 
author himſelf, than to any body elſe. For if the Doctor 
thinks they, who are cut off from Chriſtian communion, be- 
cauſe they cannot aſſent to ſuch propoſitions, as he mentions, 


are cut off from—ſaluation; is it not a fair and juſt concluſi- 


on, that perſons without the communion, in his opinion, 
cannot be ſaved ? And therefore if Dr, F—s reaſoning is 
far from good, if there is great impropriety in his words, and 
no neceſlary connexion between his inference and the pre- 
miſes, but upon this ſuppoſition, that being deprived of Chriſ- 


tian communion and cut 0 On all hope of ſaluation by Chri/t, 


is the ſame thing; then ſurely it was no crime in me to re- 
mark it, as I did, without charging it upon him, as the ſen- 
timent of his mind; but only as the ſenſe of his words, 
And it is only Philocath.'s want of diſcernment, which 
makes him ſay, I repreſent the Doctor as confefſing the far 


greater part of the world are cut-off. from all hope of ſalvatiou 


by Chriſt. For I expreſsly excepted that ſenſe, and even the 


words too; which exception, with a line or two more, 


that render'd my remarks: ſtill more clear and expreſs, the 
reader may ſee, by turning back to p. 6. where the whole 


paragraph is recited ; but which Philocath. in his tranſcript 


above has moſt unjuſtly left gut, without the leaſt mark to 
inform his readers there were more intervening words in my 
Examination, that he might the better fix an odium upon 


me, 


ey 
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me, notwithſtanding I had ſo clearly determined the confeſ- 


ſion I mention'd, only to the juſt ſenſe of the Doctor's 
words in his ninth paragraph, which I had then under conſi- 
deration, that then by his own confeſſion” the far. greater 


part of the world are cut off—from the privilege of Chriſ- 


tian communion; becauſe, &c. but ſee more of this, p. 8. 


And here, ns Thad before done in p. 31. I took the opportu- 


nity to declare my charity for mankind, and let them ſee it 


was in no reſpect inferior to the Doctor's. For- cho I can- 


— allow, that unbaptized perſons are entitled to the privi- 
eges of Chriſtian communion, becauſe I think Chriſt him- 
ſelf has excluded them from his church ; yet I never thought 
they were cut off from all hope of ſalvation by Chriſt, Nay, 
in p. 28. I do expreſsly allow, that many of the unbaptized 


may be partakers of the ry ang and * privileges of 


the kingdom of heaven hereafter ; to which inſtances I might 
add more: ſo that I think our author had no foundation for 
imputing uncharitableneſs, nor any thing of a, ſevere unchriſ- 
tian —_— to me; or that I judge another's profe/t agree- 
ment with me in part cannot be ſincere, unleſs he agrees with 
me' wholly and entirely, as he does p. 6. becauſe he could not 
but know much better; for the following paſſage in p. 57, 
is immediately connected with the very firſt words, which he 


| has quoted from me, p. 4. of his pretended Defence. 


But I am perſuaded, , theſe moſt fatal evils are the fartheſt 
* from-the Doctor's ſincere and moſt upright intentions, of 


any thing we can poſfibly conceive ; his views and deſigns, 


I make no doubt, being the direct contrary : and therefore 
© his falling into this moſt egregious miſtake, muſt only be 


© afcribed to his uſual complaiſance, his tender condeſcen- 
© fion, and natural defire to pleaſe and oblige all men. Sg 


that I have no occaſion to ſhew, by any arguments, the cer- 
tainty of future rewards and puniſhments, according to the 
© doarine of the New Teſtament. For I am well aſſured, 
© the Doctor ſteadfaſtly believes them, and abhors from his 
© yery foul all ſuch conſequences, which ſo naturally reſult, 

and muſt neceſfarily ariſe from what he has advanced; 
© whereby ſo great e e is given to infidelity, and 
© 'ſo much injury done, or likely to enſue from thence, to the 
< Chriſtian cauſe,” 25 1 


The three paſſages above, which Philocath. has obliged 


me to reconſider and vindicate my remarks on them, are 
the only parts of Dr. F—'s ſermon, which he directly 
pretends to defend; and thoſe ſmall parts of my Examination 


of them, he has, for want of knowing better, made the 


"2 | 


j4 


foun- 


* 
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foundation of much ill- natured reproach and cenſure; .. from 
all which, I hope, I have fully and cleatly vindicated myſelf. 
For as to his ſuggeſtion, p. 17. that I have ated contrary to 
engagements, and conſcience, and with a diſpoſition unbecoming a 
man of honour, and a Chriſtian ; he never once attempts to 
prove the charge. And J am fo far from being conſcious of 
any fuch thing, that I think my addreſs to Dr. F ſuffici- 
ent to juſtify my publiſhing his ſermon, both in the ſight of 
God and man; and-it ſhews, that I muff have been nexcuſable, 
if 1 had not, according to my ability, made the proper uſe of 
that, which I was furniſhed with, to ſerve the beſt and maſi 
glorious cauſe in the world. "Lake | | 
© Before I proceed to other matters, I muſt take notice of 
one charge more againſt me, which Philocath. very unjuſtly 
infinuates in divers places, and which may be confuted from 
his own conceſſions. He ſays, p. 27. Let it be granted, 
that the rite and ſubject of baptiſm, according to the ſcrip- 
ture account of them, is what Mr. K. ſuppoſes. —And that 
© Mr. K. with as many more, as are thus perſuaded—that 
© they really believe in Chriſt, and have a due regard to his 
authority, are, every. one, indiſpenſably obliged to be. bap- 
<"tized, previouſly to their partaking at the Lord's Supper; 
if they have not already been admitted before this perſuaſi- 
© on took place in their minds: or, if they have been thus 
admitted, to be notwithſtanding baptized, from a, ſincere 
reſpect to the authority of Chriſt, and to any other ends, 
* 'which may be anſwered by a religious obedience to this in- 
* ftitution, He afterwards ſays, it cannot by any means be 
© made a natural or juſt conſequence () that he, or any 
© number of Chriſtians agreeing with him in fuch ſentiments, 
© have any ſpecial authority, beyond others, to model and 
© ere churches, upon their own, peculiar plan.” This he 
often repeats, and with what view, but to amuſe and miſlead 
uQvary readers, to make them entertain a bad opinion of 
Sby inſinuating into their minds, that myſelf and thoſe 
who are of the ſame denomination, are for erecting churches 
pon our own peculiar plan? But can any thing, fi the world 
be more unjuit than this inſinuation, if, by our own pecu- 
Hat plan, he means one diſtinct from that laid down in the 
ſcriptures by Chriſt and his apoſtles? Have we formed any, 
Wie freely acknowledge, that tho” we have the true Chriſ- 
tian baptiſm, according to his conceſſions; yet this gives ys 
no authority ts model ober upon any peculiar plan of our 


n but if his conceſſions are true, and ours is the true 


— 


baptiſm 3 


„ 
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; baptiſm; if. Chriſt required all believers to be baptized, and 

| none, conſequently, were admitted to communion without-it 

in the apoſtolical age; and we are for adhering ſtrictly to 

this method, is it not manifeſt, that we aſſume no ſuch au- 

thority, but only conſtitute. our churches according to the 

oſpel plan? How abſurd. and unjuſt is it then for him to 

: 41.9% that we are for forming churches upon any peculiar 

L plan of our on; when we only contend for that, which 

1 was laid down by Chriſt himſelf ? But let them, who depart 

from this plan by admitting unbaptized perſons to their com+ 
* munion, well conſider, upon what plan, and by what autho- 

15 rity they act. i ns . 

| But again, if his conceſſions are true, that ours is the true 

baptiſm inſtituted by Chriſt; if he injoined baptiſm upon 

all believers, and none were admitted to communion by the 

apoſtolical churches, who had not been thus baptized; then 

we are under an obligation to keep to this ſcripture rule : and 


= a to deviate from it under pretence of charity to men, is an 0 
= act of unfaithfulneſs to Chriſt our only lawgiyer. He inſti- ö 
8 tuted baptiſm, and cannot therefore require us, nor does he |; 


indeed any where require us, to give it up in complaiſance, vn 
or, if you pleaſe, in charity, to men. Our charity to them 1 
may be expreſſed divers ways; but to ſacrifice the authority = 
of Chriſt, and the due adminiſtration of his ordinance to | 
them, is no proper act of charity, but the gontrary, as we 
ſhould thereby indulge them in ſuch. diſobedience, as may J 
incur his diſpleaſure. „ VR = 
_ I add further, that if his conceſſions are juſt, and ours the 
only true baptiſm, if none were admitted to communion in 

8 the primitive churches, but ſuch as had received this baptiſm; 
| then our author ſhould govefn himſelf by this plan, as well 

| as we, If he admits perſons to communion, who have not 

been baptized, he ſets, himſelf up for a lawgiver in the church 

of Chriſt, and that in oppoſition to Chriſt himſelf. For 
Chriſt enjoins baptiſm upon all believers, but he is for diſ- 
penſing with it in ſome at leaſt, and he may as well diſpenſe [ 
with it in all. Chriſt appoints this ordinance, and he annuls 

it; this may be juſtly called à very hardy and deſperate at- 
5 tempt indeed. But who gave him this authority? Can be 
7 prove, that he has any commiſſion from Chriſt to do this? 
3 Good reader, whom are we to regard? Chriſt, who inſtitu- 
L. ted baptiſm, or this man, who will admit perſons to the 
| Lord's Supper without it? For myſelf, Iam fo far from 
- = claiming a power to model and ere& churches upon my own 
1 peculiar plan, or for regulating them by any human authori- 
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importance they pleaſe. 
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ty whatſoever, 'that theſe things are not anly contrary to my 
ſentiments, and the practice of my whole life; but to the 
expreſs letter of my Examination in all its parts: tho' I will 
only cite p. 54, 55. where Philocath, ſurely muſt have read, 


That, © if the ordinance of baptiſm, as the inftitution of 


© Chriſt, which he himſelf, in the moſt ſolemn manner, and 
in the ſtrongeſt terms, has fixed, as the entrance into his 
4 church; and nothing elſe, beſides a good life and converſa- 


tion, which the ſcriptures further enjoin on Chriſtians, is 


made the term and baſis of Chriſtian communion, as that 
«ought to be, if Chrift himfelf as a legiſlator is to be regard- 
« ed ; it will be ſo far from laying a fure foundation for all 
© manner of timpoſitron, as the Doctor pretends, that, on the 
© contrary, it will be the moſt effectual ſecurity againſt all 
and every kind of impoſition. It will entirely prevent any 
© man, or any body of men, from impoſing upon Chriftt- 
© ans, who are members of the true church, or upon any 
© of their deſcendants, an human ordinance inſtead of a divine. 
It will prevent them from dnnulling or degrading the autho- 
© rity of God, and impoſing upon the church their own groſs 
< fuperfiitiom, for the appointment of heaven. For neither 
Pr. F—, nor any other man of ſenſe, can ever pretend, 
© that the true church, keeping cloſe to this law of Chriſt, 


even his own expreſs law, can ever give any other church 


© 'z juſt pretence to impoſe their own fancies, as the terms 
© of Chriſtian communion ; let them think them of what 


. ” 


- © Chtit's authority, as our legiſlator, is, and muſt always 


ebe, acknowledged by the true church; and none therein 


© muſt dare to diſpenſe with his inftitution, without a plain, 
© expreſs, and formal declaration, or licence from him ſo to 
© do, any more than others may dare to uſurp his place and 
© authority, by ſubſtituting their on fancies and contri- 
© vances, either in faith of practice, as the terms and baſis of 
© Chriſtian communion, without a ſpecial commiſſion from 
© him.” And therefore Dr. F—'s pretence, that the church's 
© taking this due care to fecure the true primitive Chriſtian 


principles and Chriſnan practice, from being loſt in ſome im- 
portant points, lays à fhundlatiom for all manner of impoſition,” 


© is moſt unjuſt, as being without the leaſt foundation for it 
in the nature of the thing itſelf; but the quite contrary, 
© js, T think, moſt N apparent. + K. 


And now if we conſider the fecond inference, it will 
appear to have no better foundation than the other. His 


vwords are, , therefore, the ſociety,” to which I belong, have 
% | * 8 
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A right io make their principles, from the opinion, which they 
« have of their importance, flated terms of Chriſtian communi- 
on; ſo have another, if they judge theirs to be of equal moment, 
though their principles are direttly oppoſite ; ſo has every ſeci- 
ety, be the doctrines it eſpouſes true or falſe, honourable to 
Chriſtianity, or ſubverſive of its intereſt, To this I anſwer, 
The true church's care to maintain this barrier, which 
Chriſt himſelf has fixed, as the initiating ordinance into 
his church, does not ariſe ſo much from her opinion of ita 
importance, as from Chriſt's awn opinion of it, and that great 
importance, which he declared it to be of, when he ſo ſo- 
lemnly eſtabliſhed it for that end. And I am. fully aſſu- 
red, that, tho? no ſociety of Chriſtians in the world have 
the leaſt right to make their oon principles the ſtated terms 
and baſis of communion ; yet, when Chriſt- has ſo ſolemnly 
aſſerted, with a verily, verily, except a man be born of water 
and of the ſpirit, he cannot enter into the kingdom or church 
of God, they cannot have the leaſt power to admit the beſt 
man in the world to their communion without it, ſo long 
as that is allowed to be a church privilege ; as Dr. F— ac- 
knowledges, and has argued. from it accordingly. Nor 
could any thing like ori upon the whole, any real ſupport of 
religion, ever reſult from admitting him. Moe; nothing but 
inconſiſtency, nothing but breaches of peace, nothing but injury. 
to the glorious ſacred cauſe, of Chriſt, can ever reſult from- 
thence ; which muſt bring with it «ppreſton, and incurable. 
grief of mind, ſuch as the Pſalmiſt's was cxix. 136. And 
this muſt neceſſarily and chiefly fall on tender and ſcrupu- 
lous conſciences, on men of the moſt fleady and inflexible vir- 
tue, of firm faith, and ſuch fincere unfeigned love to Chriſt 
and all his laws, as every Chriſtian ought to have perpetu- 
© ally glowing, in his breaſt, and openly to manifeſt, | by his 
« ſtrict attachment and ready unreſtrained obedience.” 

I need here make no reflexions, but leave every, reader to 
paſs what judgment he pleaſes upon our author, for the 
ſtrange repreſentations he. has every where given of me. 
For that I never thought of obliging him, or any other man 
to ſubmit to me, as an infallible interpreter of ſcripture, as - 


he ſeems to charge me in many parts of his inveRive ; he 


can produce no evidence, nor does he attempt it: but has, I 
think, in contradiction thereto, plainly declared me free 
from every ſuch thing, p. 18. where he aſſerts his ungue/tio- | 
nable right, and mdiſpenſable duty, to diſtinguiſh between. the 


ſcriptures and my interpretation.of them ; this, he ſays, will nat 


) 


| | diredtly 
* On which fee = Remarks, p. 160, 
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ture, different from what another has thought of it. His 
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direfily be denied me by any protgſtant, net even by Mr. K. 
himſelf. In this he aſſerts a great truth, for T have always 
been ſo far from infringing, or deſiring to infringe this real 
and unalienable privilege of all men in matters of Chriſtianity 
and religious obedience ; that it has been my conſtant care and 
attention to defend and maintain it, and to oppoſe every hu- 


man impoſition. This the proceedings of our general afſem- 


blies plainly prove, and is well known to thoſe, who are 
members thereof, Nor did I ever deny the right of private 
judgment to any man, either directly or indirectly, any more 
than our author himſelf, and every other writer does, that 
publiſhes what he thinks the true and juſt ſenſe of any ſcrip- 


reproachful expreſſions, and unjuſt exclamations, therefore, 


againſt me in almoſt every page, appear but with a very ill 


grace, as he has nothing to ſupport them, and whilſt himſelf 
will not allow me, or thoſe who think as I do, to be eit her 


protęſtants, or Chriſtians, upon rational or conſiſtent principles, 


?I 


p. 4: becauſe, as it appears to me, upon the molt rational 
and conſiſtent principles, we think, that a ſtrict regard ought 
to be paid by every Chriſtian, to all Chriſt's commands and 


inſtitutions ; and that no man, or body of men, have the 


leaſt right to diſpenſe with either. A perſuaſion, I appre- 


hend, founded on the higheſt authority, with the juſteſt and 
. cleareſt evidence. And indeed, our ſteadineſs herein Philo- 


cath. calls a claim in ſome meaſure countenanced, by the cuſtom 
and conſent of vaſtly the majority of Chriſtians, p. 26, | 
But tho? our author, in maltreating a few lines of my re- 


marks on Dr. F—'s ninth paragraph, appears ſo exceeding 


fond of his definition of a good Chriſtian,. and with much 
approbation bas quoted it very often; yet, after citing it, 
p. 19: he ſays, who particularly are the perſons, to whom this 


character belongs, is not known to any man: by which expreſſi- 


on, I think, Philocath. diſparages the Doctor's definition of 
a good Chriſtian, as much as *tis poſſible for words to do: 
becauſe, according to what he ſays, no man can tell by it, 
whether there be one good Chriſtian in the world, What 
therefore may become of his Catholic communion, I know 
not; for his ſcheme is ſo far from eſtabliſhing any church 
communion, that it would introduce mere anarchy, confu- 
ſion, and diſcord among Chriſtians : but if his and Dr. F—'s 
aſſertions, p. 12, 13. are true, namely, it is neceſſary, that 
this general invariable ground of Chriſtian communion be ſtrict- 
ly adhered io, becaſe without it there can be no poſſible center 
ef Chriſtian unity; then no man can poſſibly be admitted to 
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the Lord's Supper, becauſe our author affirms, no man can 
tell who the perſons are that the Doctor deſcribes, This ſeems 


very ſtrange ; but perhaps Philocath. would be greatly in- 


cenſed, if this, or any thing elſe, which comes from him, 
ſhould be ſtiled blundering and confuſion, tho' it ever ſo much 
deſerved that character. And after he has thus deſtroyed the 


Doctor's definition of a good chriſtian, as unintelligible and 


uſeleſs to the church; he attempts to mend it, by adding ſome- 
thing to make it read thus: Whoſoever makes a credible pro- 
< feffion, that he believeth, that Jeſus is the Chriſt, and that he 
© endeavours to underſtand the revelation which he brought 
© from heaven, and to act agreeably to it, is an apparently 


good Chriſtian.” But how does this mend the caſe? Does 


a man make a credible profeſſion, that he believes in Jeſus 
Chriſt, whilſt he refuſes to ſubmit to his inſtitutions? Or 
is he an apparently good Chriſtian, who will not obey his 
commands? Is it acting as David did, in a like caſe, Pſalm 


cxix. 60. I made haſte and delayed not to keep thy command- 


ments? Or as St. Paul did in this ſame caſe? Acts xxvi. 19. 
and Ch. ix. 18. Or has the church any other way to judge 


concerning Chriſt's true diſciples, than the rule which he 


himſelf has given us? who, I am ſure, was beſt able to deter- 
mine the matter : which proof, or evidence, was clearly 
urged, p. 21. of my Examination, in anſwer to Dr, F—'s 
fourth paragraph, in theſe words. This firſt head is readi- 
ly allowed, That all who truly belong to the Body of Chriſt, 
Jaws a right to the privilege of chriſtian communion, But it 
cannot follow from hence, that ſuch as only erroneouſly 
practiſe ſomething elſe, inſtead of what Chriſt appointed, 
for the conſtituting believers members of his church, and fo 
pretend from thence to be of Chriſt's body, have' the ſame 
right to the privilege of Chriſtian communion. Chriſt him- 
ſelf has excluded all ſuch, John iii. 5. where he moſt ſo- 
lemnly affirms, 'that, except a man be born of water and of 
the Spirit, he cannot enter into his church; and has more- 
over declared, Luke vi. 46. John xv. 14. that he approves 
none as his true diſciples, who do not the things which he ſays; 
and has plainly ſignified, that he will not look upon any as 
ſuch, who have not a reſpect unto all his commandments, See 
alſo John xiv. 23, 24.” This paſlage ſurely our author muſt 
have read, if not many others to the ſame import; becauſe 
the very firſt words of my next paragraph are what he has 
taken ſo much liberty to vilify me about, p. 10, 11. And 


the reaſon of the thing appears ſtill more clearly, and more 
fully in my Examination of Dr. Fs eleventh paragraph 


ut 
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But I will only recite part of p. 43. which I think is a full 
anſwer to what our author infers from his credible profeſſion, 
and apparently good Chriſtian, in theſe words. They who 
© anſwer this character, muſt, I think, be the perſons who 
© make up, what is properly called the viſible church of Chriſt ; 
< 3nd are ſuch as have a right to the external privileges of it.“ 
So that Philocath, as well as Dr. F—, allows the Lord's Sup- 
per to be a privilege of the Chriſtian church; and therefore, 
the following paſſage was, one would think, ſufficient to 
have ſilenced him upon this point, had hè thought fit to con- 
ſider it, p. 43. Baptiſm therefore is that, which qualifies 
a Chriſtian for the orderly partaking of the Lord's Supper, 
And ſomething like this we may juſtly infer from the Doc- 
tor's own words, who ſeveral times ſpeaks of the Lord's Sup- 
per as a privilege ; and here, in particular, conſiders it as 
ſuch, Now a privilege neceſlarily ſuppoſes ſomething not 
common to all men, but to certain ſelect perſons, who had 
before come under the condition or conditions, which inti- 
tle-to it. The privilege, liberty, or right to vote at an elec- 
tion, ſuppoſes. the man to be a free burgeſs, or an inhabi- 
tant of ſuch a city, town, or borough : The privilege, 
liberty, or right of commonage, the ſame : The privi- 
lege of eating the ſupper of the Lord's paſſover among the 
Jews, that the men were circumciſed : And, the privilege 
of Chriſtian communion in eating the Lord's Supper, that 
the perſon has been baptized. And I think, that ſomething 
fimilar to theſe muſt be the caſe of every privilege. For 


when any thing is made common to all, it may be ſtiled a 
benefit; but it then ceaſes to be a privilege peculiar to any,” 


But, our author ſeems to have no great inclination to 
conſider eith r arguments or ſcripture ; and chuſes rather to 
amuſe his readers for ſeveral pages together, with an imper- 

tinent account, of what he would ſay in a mixed company, 
to a queſtion propounded, with the reaſon it is founded up- 
on; and which he does not ſo much as half anſwer 3 but, 
inſtead thereof, runs on with a trifling defcription of his ca- 
tholic, and toſhew how deſirous he is, that unbaptized perſons 
ſhould be received to the privilege of Chriſtian, communion 
in our churches ; with the little regard we ought to have about 
who do, or do not. obey Chriſt's inſtitutions z concerning 
which he has theſe words, p. 27. And with reſpe& to 
the ſcriptures, which he hath referred to in great abun- 
dance, you will not expect, Sir, that I ſhould particularly 
examine every paſlage produced by him; for this would 


make a volume of my Letter: and beſides, it is not need- 


« ful 


N 
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© ful to the purpoſe of ſhewing that, which, as a Catholic, 


I contend for and maintain.“ What is this leſs than de- 


claring, that the ſcriptures are not favourable to his cauſe ; 
and fo. declining to copſider the many paſſages he owns I 
have produced out of them, as he had before, p. 17. put off 


an examination of the numerous arguments, I have urged 


againſt the ſcheme he has embraced. For I may juſtly ſay, 
that he has not ſo much as attempted to anſwer any of 
them; either to ſhew them weak, inconcluſive, or inſufficient - 
to ſerve the purpoſes for which they were formed. So that 
his chagging irregularity, blundering, and confuſion upon my 
work without making it appear, and beſtowing hard names, 
with abundance of contemptuous expreſſions on me; is no- 
thing but expoſing himſelf, And fince the Sacred Scrip- 
tures, the only rule both of faith and practice, to an appa- 
rently, as well as real good chri/tian, are by his own confeſ- 
ſion not needful to, or do not ſuit the prrpoſes of ſhewing that, 
which, as a catholic, he contends for and maintains; he has 
rendered a ſubſtantial reaſon tòsprove, that it ig not needful 
for me-to follow him, nor worth while to ſpend my own 
and the reader's time, about a particular examination of 
what could be of no ſervice to the chriſtian cauſe, when 
compleated ; he having only diſcovered his great zeal for 
mixed communion. And as the principal thoughts inter- 


ſperſed throughout thoſe pages, are evidently derived from 


Dr. F—'s eleventh paragraph; ſo my anſwer to it is ſuffi- 


cient to take off the force of what he ſays, and prevent the 


ill effect it may poſſibly have upon weak minds; for ſurely 


none elſe can be deluded by ſuch kind of pleas as our au- 


thor has urged. My Examination, p. 40 to 44. is too long 
to be tranſcribed, but I have recited a part of it, p. 18. 
which, in connexion with the whole, is, 1 think, a clear 
anſwer to all he has ſaid in ſo many pages. However, I 
cannot paſs over the only ſcriptures he has appealed to in all 
his pamphlet, though nothing at all to his purpoſe. For are 
there, in any of them, rules given us about Chriſtian com- 


munion? But before I proceed to conſider his Scriptures, I 


will briefly examine his character of a true believer in Chriſt, 
or a true Chriſtian, p. 19. which he ſays will © not admit 
of any rational objection. (but ſee p. 7.) Whoſoever be- 
< lieveth, that Jeſus. is the Chriſt, and endeavours to un- 
< derſtand the revelation, which he brought from heaven, 
and to act agreeably to it, is a good Chriſtian,” And ſuch 
a perſon, as this, he thinks, may be admitted to the Lord's 
Supper, though unbaptized. But did not our author ſtrange- 


2 157 
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ly ſorget his New Teſtament, when he wrote this? Is there 
any thing plainer in all the New Teſtament than the inſtitu- 
tion of baptiſm? Did not Chriſt, by his diſciples, baptize 
all them, who were converted by his own miniſtry? John 
iii. 22, iv. 1, 2. Did he nt give them a commiſſion to 
baptize all thoſe Gentiles, who believed in him, upon their 


preaching ; and promiſe them his preſence, even to the end of | 


the world, in the faithful execution of this commiſſion ? 
Matth. xxviii. 19, 20. How then does he, who aſſents to 
the truth of Chriſtianity, act agreeably to his faith, who 
will not ſubmit to the ordinance of baptiſm ; though Chriſt 
requires every believer in him to be baptized in his name, 
as a ſign of his faith in him, and a pledge of his reſolution 
to obey him, as his lawgiver? But Philocath. will ſay, that 
ſuch a man may be ſincere, though he does not ſee it his 
duty to be baptized. And we, for our parts, can pity his 
weakneſs, that he cannot ſee fo plain an inſtitution, as that 
of baptiſm, to be his duty : nay, we can charitably hope, that 
he acts according to the beſt of his knowledge; but we can- 
not conceive how our charity for him will bear us out in 
diſpenſing with an ordinance of Chriſt: we muſt in this 
caſe ſhew a juſt regard to the authority of Chriſt, and our 
own conſciences, governed by his will, though we do not 
admit him to our communion, but leave him to take it 
with thoſe who can. Our ſtrict adherence to the inſtitu- 
tions of Chriſt is no impoſition upon any man, as our au- 
thor pretends, p. 24. and in many other places. | 

But let us examine the Scriptures, he appeals to. The firſt 
is Luke xii. 57. where our Saviour upbraids the Jews for diſ- 
regarding the preludes and evidences of the Meſſiah's appear- 
ance; or the Signs of his time, which were ſo clear and 
manifeſt, that, if attended to, they might even of their own 
ſelves have judged what was right concerning him, without 
his expreſly telling them who he was; and with as much 
certainty too, as they could diſcern the face of the ſey, and 
of the earth, in reſpeCt to rain or heat. But cannot Philo- 
cath. ſee, that we are not to judge of our ſelves in the caſe 
before us, but to learn from Chriſt how his Church is to 
be conſtituted, and how believers are to be received into her 
communion? And as the Jews might judge from his mi- 
racles, that” Jeſus was a true prophet, and from the pro- 
phecies fulfilled in him, that he was the Meſſias; cannot 
our author judge from the precepts of Chriſt, who com- 
mands all believers in him to be baptized, that none are to 
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be admitted to the communion of his church, without obe- 
dience to this ordinance ? | 

The next is Rom. xiv. 5. where St. Paul adviſes the ſtrong 
not to deſpiſe the weak, nor the weak to judge the ſtrong, 
in reſpect to their eating of herbs, or fleſh, or the obſerva» 
tion of a particular day for religious worſhip ; but to let eve- 
ry man be fully perſfwaded in his own mind about thoſe parti- 


cular things; which is all, the words of this text have any re- 
lation to. But if Chriſtians are to bear with one another in 


things, which Chriſt has left indifferent, may they there- 
fore ſet aſide what he has poſitively inſtituted, and receive 


perſons into their communion without obedience to his 


will? * 
The laſt is, 1 Cor. x. 15. Where the ſame great apoſtle, 
having ſet before the church at Corinth, the heinous ſin of 
idolatry, and ſome ſevere judgments, which God of old in- 
flicted on the Jewiſh nation for the breach or violation of 
his law; he in the moſt affectionate engaging manner adds; 
Wherefore, my dearly beloved, flee, or keep at the utmoſt diſ- 
tance, from idolatry. I ſpeak as to wiſe men, judge ye what I ſay. 
which is a noble excitement to peace and purity, a guard againſt 
temptations, and tended to keep them cloſe to the Chriſtian 
profeſſion, and in the Chriſtian life : as I had more largely 
ſhewn in my Examination, p. 1—4. Of all which, Philo- 
cath. takes no more notice, than if he had never ſeen or 


heard of any ſuch thing. But as the Corinthians, if they 


were wiſe men, might judge that they, who were partakers 
95 the Lord's table, ſhould not partake of the table of idols: 

he, ſince Chriſt has required every believer in him to be 
baptized, if. he was-a wiſe man, might ſee, that he ſhould 
not admit any believer to the Lord's Supper, who is not bap- 
tized, Does Chriſt's authority ſtand for nothing with our 
author ? When Chriſt requires every believer to be baptized, 


will he take upon him to ſay, that he needs not? Whence 
© hath this man this authority? Chriſt ſays, he that believeth, 


and is baptized, ſhall be ſaved ; but Philocath. ſays, he that 
believeth, needs not be baptized : for if he need not, be- 
fore communion, when needs he? But how comes Philocath. 
who could think of thoſe texts, which no way concerns this 
controverſy, not to remember thoſe which are to the pur- 


poſe, though againſt him? And his quoting the three Scrip- 


tures here conſidered, only ſhews, that he knew not where 
to find any, which would countenance his opinion. But if 
he would from thence infer, .or ſuggeſt to his readers, that 
we judge others, and act contrary to Scripture, if we do 

| not 


E 
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not communicate with thoſe who are unbaptized, it is his 
| great miſtake, For there is no SEripture which countenances 
1 fuch . communion, nor do we judge any who are unbap- 
48 1 their goodnefs, their uprightneſs, and the ſincerity 
= - of their conduct, their belief or disbelief of any thing doubt- 
1 ful or obſcure, or their title to the happineſs and glories of 
bil. tze heavenly kingdom, is not the caſe: nor is there any the 
1'F leaſt defect in our charity towards them; for our conduct 
depends upon a plain matter of fact, in which there can be 
1 no deception; namely, whether they have, or have not 
Il been obedient to that inſtitution, which, by the autharity of ö 
Jil Chriſt, intitles to the privileges and benefits of his church; | 
1 as has been largely proved. So that our charity towards 
Fi others is not to be our rule to direct our communion, but 
#8 the inſtitutions of Chriſt ; and we cannot be faithful to him, 
|= if we depart from them under a pretence of charity to men. 
'1% Beſides, are there not numerous aſſemblies of Chriſtians, 
= where unbaptized perſons may and do communicate toge- 
bil ther; and where we have neither power, nor inclination to 
| exclude them, if they think themſelves bound to perform 
| | © that act of Chriſtian devotion, and which, in the ſincerity 
11 © of their minds, they think they actually may perform, 
= with real benefit to themſelves, and in ſuch manner as ſhall 
1 be highly acceptable to their common Lord?“ His imputa- 
| tion therefore, p. 31. is very unjuſt ; and the debate about 
it both trifling and unneceſſary, unleſs: it be from a perſua- 
Hon, that no unbaptized perſons can perform that part of 
chriſtian duty with real benefit to themſelves, and acceptable to 
our common Lord, but only in our aſſemblies: though this, I 
prefume, will not be pretended by any, net even by Philocath. | 
himſelf, above all men. Why therefore ſhould we be re- 
proached for our ſtedfaſt adherence to the truth as it is in 
Jeſus? Why ſhould our author endeavour to impoſe ſuch a 
difficulty upon us? which, as there is no neceſlity for it, fo, 
as J obſerved, p. 26, of my Examination, I preſume is more 
than many Pædobaptiſis deſire, unleſvat be to juſtify their groſs 
ſuperſtition in ſprinkling infants, and ſo excuſe their refuſing 
ſubjeftion to Chriſt in baptiſm. But it is the more unreaſonable 
for Philocath. to deſire it, becauſe he confeſſes, p. 30. that 
he is aware, it may ftill be aliedged by ſome, that they 
"© think the Scriptures not only have made baptiſm a qua- 
© lification previouſly neceſſary to their own communica- 
< ting; but have alſo laid them under obligation, to abſtain 
4 from having communion with any others, who have not 
18 a been baptized, With regard to which, I would . | 
1 © that 
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© that ſo long as this perſuaſion continues unremoved, they 
© cannot indeed be expected to communicate with unbapti- 
ed perſons.” And Jam well ſatisfied, that Philocath.'s man- 
ner of writing is the leaſt likely to remove this perſuaſion, 
of any thing, which ever was publiſhed. He indeed denies, 


p. 5, © that a zeal for catholic, he ought to call it mixed or 


© promiſcuous, communion, is any ways incompatible with 
< the ſtricteſt regard to the authority of Chriſt, in any of his 
© teachings or inſtitutions; and, p. 24. he ſays, The ca- 
© tholic, as ſuch, does not give up any thing, but that which 
no man hath a right to, and which no proteſtant can con- 
< ſiſtently claim; viz. the impoſing his own ſentiments up- 
on others, or making them ſtand for general rules in the 
© church of Chriſt” But here I muſt take the. liberty to 
diſſent from him, For ſince Chrift inſtituted baptiſm for all 
believers, how does that man ſhew a juſt regard to his au- 
_ thority, who diſpenſes with the obſervation of it? Is it the 
ſame thing to obſerve, and to neglect this ordinance of 
Chriſt? No, ſurely : and therefore if any miniſter admits 
unbaptized perſons to communion, he gives up what no man 
upon earth has a right to give up, a plain ordinance of Chriſt, 
as much and as plainly his precept, as any one thing in all 
the New Teſtament. - „ee 

Beſides the three Scriptures, which I have already conſi- 
dered, there is alſo another quoted, p. 14. though not as 
making any thing to ſerve the cauſe of mixed communion, 
but which, I think, ought to have its full and juſt weight 
upon the mind of every apparently good Chriſtian, though our 
author does not ſeem to diſcern any thing of its juſt ſenfe: 
Matth. xi. 15. He that hath ears te hear, let him hear, ſays 
Chriſt : That is, let him pay a ſtrict regard, and give due 
attention to all I fay ; which is very far from countenancing 
a careleſs indifference, and unconcernedneſs of mind about 
any of his appointments. So that this text has a much ſtrict- 
er agreement with John iii. 5. than Philocath, ever ima- 
gined, when he quoted it in oppoſition. 

The text in his title is quite impertinent, for the debate 
is not about miniſters; but the faith, which was once deli- 
vered to'the Saints, and the ordinances, which, by commiſſion 
from Chriſt, his apoſtles delivered to the churches: the keep- 
ing of which pure and uncorrupt, St. Paul thought praiſe- 
worthy, and deſerving the higheſt commendation, and en- 
treats Chriſtians, by the hopes of glory, to H and fand 
'faſt in; and for which St. Jude exhorts us to contend earugſtly, 


* 


Jude v. 3. 2 Theſſ. ii. 15. 1 Cor. xi. 2. Did our author but 


duly 
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duly conſider theſe, with the many other Scriptures which 


_ iyjoin upon the diſciples of Chriſt, a ſtrict obedience to all 


laws; it might be expected, that he would not only give 
Ap the debate, but endeavour to promote a juſt regard to 
that inſtitution of our bleſſed Lord, about which, at pre- 
ſent, he ſeems greatly indifferent, for want of better. know- 
ledge, and by diſregarding the conſequences, which muſt na- 


turally reſult from the practice he would introduce. 


As I chuſe to conſider all the Scriptures mentioned in his 
pamphlet together, I muſt; here add what I think proper 
to be ſaid of three other texts. For though Philocath. in - 
p. 27. ſeemed to have dropped the deſign of examining the 
Scriptures, which, he owns I have referred to in great abun- 
dance; yet afterwards, he attempts ſomething, againſt three of 
them, but has ſo very weakly managed his oppoſition, that 
barely to recite my own words upon them in my Examina- 
tion, is, I think, a ſufficient anſwer to what he ſays. The 
firſt is John iii. 3, 5. To which he firſt ſays, p. 33. The 
< paſſage is too figurative, to eſtabliſh a doctrine, which bears 
< ſo very hard upon the ſincerity of their Chriſtian profeſ- 
© fjon, who differ from him.“ The word him, carries in 
it an invidious ſuggeſtion, a thing our author ſeems to delight 


in, and to have ſtudied againſt me more than any thing; 


but has already been fully' anſwered, and ſo has his pretence 
of ſincerity here urged, in p. 13, 20, 22. which I need 
not repeat, but proceed. And if the words of Chriſt bein 

figurative is a reaſon that the plain, intelligible, and = 
rational ſenſe of them muſt not be inſiſted on by his diſci- 
ples; then almoſt all his diſcourſes muſt be rejected as uſe- 
leſs, and the Lord's Supper in particular muſt be laid aſide, 
and given up to quakers and infidels. For no man will pre- 


tend to ſay, that what our Lord ſpeaks concerning it, is not 


figurative, or that the ordinance itſelf is leſs a figure than 
that of baptiſm. But our author goes on, If baptiſm was 
< there intended, it makes the being born of the Spirit as 
« neceſſary, as being born of water, for the entering into 
< that kingdom, which our Saviour there ſpeaks of.“ It is 
fo, and therefore baptiſm is called the baptiſm of repentance, 
and the laver or waſhing of regeneration. So that this is no 
objection againſt my interpretation, but the wy thing, which 
I contend for: My ſenſe of the text he rejects indeed, but 
never conſiders the reaſons on which it is founded; though ex- 
preſly referred to in my Examination, p. 17. in theſe words, 


| That I have here given the juſt and true ſenſe of our Saviour's 


words, Jobn iii. 3, 5. is, I think, proved beyond contradiction, 
| - 1 
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in the Letter at the end of my Remarks, &c, to that therefore I 


refer all my readers, who have the leaſt doubt in their minds 


about it. The expoſition itſelf is too long to be here tran- 
ſcribed ; but to all thoſe plain and clear arguments. our au- 
thor ſays nothing, and only recites a paſſage from Mr, Sten- 
net's anſwer to Ruſſen. But whether that truly learned and 
ingenious gentleman has given as good evidence, that his is 
the true ſenſe of the text in diipute, or reaſons to ſupport it, 
muſt at preſent be left to the impartial reader's judgment. 
His ſenſe appears to me more obſcure, and ſtands as much in 
need of an explanation, as the text itſelf. For the fifth 
verſe is molt plainly ſpoken by our Lord to explain the third, 


and, in the terms Mr. Stennet uſes, cannot, I think, be well 


accounted for, unleſs by water of the Spirit, or ſpiritual wa- 
ter, we underſtand the baptiſmal wathing, which, by the 
authority and, direction of the Spirit of God, is to be ap- 

plied to all, who are regenerated or born of the Spirit; 
which I called the moral change, and is by St. Paul ſtiled 
a being renewed in the Spirit of our mind, Epheſ. iv. 23. and 
the text Matth. iii. 11, which Mr. Stennet quotes, ſeems to 
me only St. John's prediction of what was literally and 
viſibly accompliſhed on the day of Pentecoſt, Acts ii. I=—4. 


when the houſe, where the apoſtles and other diſciples were 


allembled, was filled with the Holy Ghoſt: So that they 
were immerſed, ſurrounded, or incloſed in it; and it ſat 
upon each of them, with cloven tongues like as of fire, as the 
text, without the leaſt obſcurity, plainly relates. However, 
I am not contending with ſo great a man as Mr. Stennet, 
but only with Philocath. who, I am told, notwithſtanding 
his quoting it, does not himſelf believe Mr. Stennet's ſenſe 
of the text; though he has obliged me to this remark, in 


order to prevent the ill uſe he would make of fo excellent a a 
writer's miſtake in this particular. But if he thinks ſuch. 


authorities of any weight, let him read Dr. Gale, as great, 
and as learned a gentleman as Mr. Stennet, vol. II. p. 306. 
where the Doctor ſays, * The whole Chriſtian church have al- 
ways underſtood this place of baptiſm with water, and, 
that it ought to be ſo underſtood feems plain, if it be con- 
© {jdered, that to be born of water is a phraſe never uſed to 
« ſignify any thing elſe but baptiſm,” I might produce ma- 
ny other great and learned men, who give the ſame ſenſe 
of this text, if there was occaſion. 

But laſtly, our author further adds, It was ſpoken be- 
fore our Saviour had inſtituted baptiim, for the univerſal ob- 
„ ſervance of his diſciples, as 4 and conſequently, it is 


highly 


26 An Anſwer tothe Defence of Dr. Foſter's 
© bighly queſtionable, whether that ordinance was in view, 


eas any part of his — In theſe words, he ſeems to 
cover himſelf and his plea by the word aniverſal. But if 
our Saviour had inſtituted baptiſm, and it was adminiſtered 
by him, or his diſciples by his order, though only to the 
Jewiſh nation, is it not the fame” thing with reſpe& to the 
ſenſe of John iii. 5. as if he had then zn/:tuted it for the 
wniverſal obſervance of all his ſucceeding diſciples, whether 
Jews or Gentiles throughout the whole world, and even to the 
end thereof? And our author's uſing the word univerſal here 
ſeems to diſcover, that he was really convinced, that bap- 
tiſm was inſtituted for the Jews, before our Lord ſpake the 
words under debate to Nicodemus, and is therefore a piece 
of fallacy not to be commended, any more than his paſſing | 
over all the glaring evidence of it, which he had before him 
in the poſtſcript to my Examination, without the leaſt re- 
gard, though directly to the point he was upon. But this 
1 ſhall leave to the reader's thoughts, with only reciting what 
Philocath. might have read, p. 77, 78. Hence therefore 
© it neceſſarily follows, that there was no real difference be- 
< tween Chriſt's baptiſm, or the baptiſm, which his diſciples 
< adminiſtered by his order, during his own miniſtry, to fuch 
as he himſelf converted, and the baptiſm, which the apo- 
« ſtles adminiſtered to ſuch as they converted, after their 
Lord's aſcenſion! into heaven. And if any baptiſm, that 
Sever was adminiftered, claims the title of true Chri/tian 
1 dr. certainly it muſt be due to that, which was given 
© by Chriſt himſelf, or in his preſence, and by his authority, 
to ſuch as were converted by his own preaching and mi- 
< niſtry. The commiſſion therefore, Matth. xxviii. 19, 20. 
is not the firſt inſtitution of true Chriſtian baptiſm, as is 
here pretended; but was only a renewing and enlarging 
< that ſacred inſtitution, with which Chriſt began his own 
© miniſtry, a little before John was impriſoned, Matth. xi. 2. 
though, at that time, given to none but thoſe of the Jew- 
© iſh nation, becauſe Chrift, in his own perſon, was not ſent, 
but to the loſt ſheep of the ol of Ifracl, Matth. xv. 24. 
And to them only he limited the commiſſion, which he 
gave his apoſtles, when he firſt ſent them forth to preach 
< the goſpel, Matth. x. 5, 6. So that after his reſurrection, 
© when, all power in heaven and in earth was given to him; 
5 and, as foretold, the heathen for an inheritance, it was ne- 
<. ceſlary to renew and enlarge the commiſſion, under which 
© his diſciples had before acted, when they adminiſtered bap- 
5 tilm to the Jews only, by extending their authority to 
thy Þ : | LES. 
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< preach the goſpel to the Gentiles alſo, and to baptize thoſe, 
© who believed, throughout the whole world, Matth. xxviii, 
19, 20. Mark xvi. 16. Go ye therefore and teach all na- 
tions, baptizing them in the name of the Father, and of the 
Son, and of the Holy Ghoſt : teaching them to obſerve all 
things, whatſoever I have commanded you : and lo, I am 
with you alway, even unto the end of the world, Amen. 
The giving baptiſm therefore to the Gentiles, as well as to 
© the Fews, ſeems to me the only difference between what 
© was adminiſtered by Chriſt, or his diſciples, before his 
< ſufferings, and that, which his apoſtles adminiſtered after 
© his aſcenſion into heaven.” 5 

I proceed to the next Scripture, and, as one obſerved, V 
can read what he writes on Ads ii. 41, 42. but muſt ſee what 
a wretched ſlave he is to his hypotbeſis, and how much his 
fondneſs for it perverts even his reaſon? What occaſion elſe 
had he to talk about its not giving any F us, in this age, 
authority over ethers in conſtituting, and regulating the viſible 
church of Ghrift ? It does not, I confeſs ; and J believe, no 
man ever thought of claiming any ſuch authority by virtue 
of theſe words; but it ſhews what the practice of the apo- 
- files was, how the firſt and pureſt churches of Chriſt were 
gathered and conftituted by them ; and our following them in 
the ſame method of conſtituting and regulating the churches 
of Chriſt is directly oppoſed to any ſuch claim, But this 
authority is claimed by thoſe, who admit perſons to commu- 
nion without baptiſm ; for this is a manifeſt deviation from 
the goſpel plan, and without any authority from Chriſt. 
But our author runs on, zor any intimation that baptiſm was 
particularly intended to qualify one Chriſtian for communicating 

with another at the Lord's Supper, nor deſigned to ſeparate 
fame Chriſtians from others, and foment irreconcilable diui- 
ions in the body of Chrift, Or, that Chriſtians were not added 
to the church by baptiſm, but by being converted to the faith, 
that is, as plainly appears to be his meaning, by bare believ- 
ing. Yes, here is more than an intimation ; for baptiſm is ex- 
preſsly mentioned: and it is not ſaid, that they who gladly 
received the word, or were converted, were added to the 
church, or added only as converts; but firſt their gladly re- 


t 


ceiving the word is mentioned, and then it follows, that 


they were baptized, before it is ſaid, they were added to 
the church. The order of the narration therefore is direct- 
ly. againſt Philocath. and for me; which, compared with the 
practice of the apoſtles, proves to a demonſtration, that his 
ſuggeſtions are jalſe, and that perſons were received into the 
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church by baptiſm. For, firſt, the hiſtory of the apoſtles. 
ſhews, that they baptized all thoſe, who believed, in purſu- 
ance of the commiſſion -of Chriſt, And how then could 
any perſon be a member of the church of Chriſt, who was 
not baptized ? Secondly, if we view the ſtate of the primi- 
tive churches, as repreſented in the New Teſtament, we ſhall 
find, that all the members of them had been baptized, Rom. 
vi. 3. 1 Cor. xiii. 14. Gal. iii. 27. Col. ii. 12. But what 
does he mean by ſaying, p. 36, and they may be conſidered as 
baptized, — they were added by faith? Is faith and 
baptiſm the ſame thing with him? Does not Chriſt make 
a diſtinction between them, when he ſays, Mark xvi. 16. 
he, that believeth and is baptized, ſhall be ſaved? Does not 
Philip make the ſame diſtinction, Acts viii. 37. IF thou be- 
ieveſt with all thine heart, thou maye/? be baptized? Is not 
faith a prerequiſite to baptiſm, and baptiſm a ſignal of faith? 
Nay, does not our author himſelf diſtinguiſh between them, 
when he contends, that a believer may be admitted to Chri- 
ſtian communion without - baptiſm? To what wretched 
ſhiſts are men driven, when they have a bad cauſe to defend ? 
But ſuch perverſe caviling againſt the truth and the plaineſt 
evidence can never invalidate a plain matter of fact, as re- 
corded by the evangeliſt St. Luke: which is what he ought 
moſt to have attended to, and to have conſidered a little bet- 
ter what was before him, inſtead of writing at random, and 


-*Swithout the leaſt thought, that what he was here urging, is 


expreſsly and particularly anſwered in the Letter reprinted, 
p. 18, 19, of my Examination. 5 | 
The laſt Scripture, which our author cavils at, is Gal, iii. 
27. And though in the ſame page, on AQts ii. 41, 42. he 
would not allow, that belieyers from amongſt the Jews were 
added to the church by baptiſm ;- yet, here he is obliged to 
own, that the Galatjans put on Chriſt, by being baptized into 
him, and that other perſons may do ſo too; and yet, as if 
he was determined not to admit the "cleareſt evidence, he 
ſeeks to evade the conviction by what he calls his propoſi - 
tions. The firſt of which, though contained in but two 
lines, he ſeems to think ſo very myſterious and abſtruſe, that 
he queſtions whether Mr. XK. can ſee the difference. How- 
ever, as groſsly ſtupid as he may account me, I can plainly ſee, 
and think be might have ſeen it too, that the text does ex- 
preſsly ſay, As many of you, as have been baptized into Chrifl, + 
have put on Chriſt 3 and that it doth not in expreſs terms 
ſay, No man can put on Chyi/t, but by being baptized into Chriſt ; 
and that this is not ſaying in the leaſt, a man may put on 


brift, 


Sermon of Catholic Communion. : 29 


Chri/t, ſome other way, without being baptized into Chriff ; 
and that our author does not attempt to ſupport ſuch a pre- 
| tence, by any, the leaſt authority from ſcripture. And I can 
perceive, that his other propoſitions are of no better caſt than 
theſe; namely, All, who have been baptized into Chriſt, have 
profeſſed themſelves to be followers of Chriſt : This Philo- 
cath. himſelf allows; but that No man can profeſs himſelf 
to be a e- of Chriſt, but by being baptized into Chriſi, 
is what Mr. K. denies: For he knows there are multitudes 
who do, and will profeſs themſelves to be followers of Chriſt, 
though they never were baptized into Chriſt, And there 
were ſome who acted after the fame manner, even whilſt 
Chriſt himſelf was a preacher of righteouſneſs upon earth. 
And he complained of them in theſe words, hy call ye 
me Lord, Lord, and do not the things which I ſay? Luke vi. 
46, 49. but whether the one will receive any greater ad- 
vantage by their profeſſion, than Chriſt ſpeaks of with re- 
ſpect to the other, it behoves them al! moſt ſeriouſly to con- 
ſider. together with the very awful words of our dear Lord, 
John xii: 47, 48. and what has been recited, p. 17. I know 
alſo, that we are to obey Chriſt in whatſoever he com- 
mands, and are not to think every thing lawful, which he 
has not expreſsly forbidden: our author's propoſitions, there- 
fore, are nothing but quibbling againſt the truth, and the 
plaineſt evidence. For though he would have every body 
think me groſsly ſtupid, and a very lame expounder of Scrip- 
ture, p. 17, 18, without giving a ſingle inftance ; yet, I pre- 
ſume, he 1s very far from imputing any ſuch mean things to 
Dr. Foſter, whoſe expoſition of this Scripture, as recited, 
p. IT, 12. of my Examination, exactly agrees with mine, 
And the ſame ſentiment is as clear from Rom. vi. 3. where 
St. Paul alſo ſpeaks of it, as a thing univerſally allowed in 
the church; Know ye not, that ſo many of us as were bap- 
tized into Feſus Chriſt, were baptized into his death? which, 
in the fifth verſe, he ſtiles a being planted together in the likłe- 
neſs of his death, exactly agrecable to the relation, which St, 
Luke has given us, Acts ii. 41. Then they, that gladly received: 
his word, were baptized - and the ſame day there were added un- 
to them about three thouſand ſouls. Though perhaps a few words 
from Dr. F—, beſides what I have referred to, may have more 
weight with Philocath. and therefore I ſhall juſt add a line or 
two from his excellent Anſwer to Tindal, p. 324. where treat- 
ing of the Chriſtian religion, and baptiſm in particular, he ſays, 
< By baptiſm we voluntarily, and in the molt ſolemn man- 
ner, make a profeſſion of che Chriitian religion; and in p. 
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2325, calls it a way appointed by God, and in obedience 
© to his command, a ceremony inſtituted on purpoſe, to 
© make a ſolemn profeſſion of it.” 

What has been ſaid above, is, I think, more than ſufficient 
without the proof of miracles, which Philocath. ſeems to think 
abſolutely neceſſary to anſwer his other trifling and quibbling 
propoſitions, p. 32, though they are quite beſides the queſ- 
tion, and have no relation at all to a plain matter of fact. 
But how abſurd is this? The Scripture is to- be our rule in 
obſerving the inſtitutions of Chriſt, And if he commanded 
all believers in him to be baptized, and conſequently none 
could be received into the communion of his church with- 
out baptiſm, is there any need of a miracle to prove, that 
the church in our day muſt not refuſe the communion te 
ſuch, as will not be baptized? If Chrift and his apoſtles 
gave the cup to all the members of his church, is there need 
of a miracle to prove, that it ought not to be taken away 
from the laity by the papiſts? If any thing wants to be 
proved by miracles, it is this, that believers may be admitted 
to communion without baptiſm ; becauſe this is ſetting aſide 
the authority and inſtitution of Chriſt, and is contrary to 
all the precedents of ſcripture and antiquity. But reaſon and 
argument ſeem to be of no weight with Philocath. otherwiſe 
the following paſſage, p. 45, of my Examination, might 
have reſtrained him from writing after the manner he has 
here done, as if in the Chriſtian church there ſhould be 
no diſtintion made between obedience and non-obedicnce to 
the inſtitutions of Chriſt. - 

« As to this third head, can Dr, F— think, that obedience 
and non-obedience to the will of God, in any of his com- 
mands, are equally the fame? Or, that the latter is fo trifling 
and inſignificant a thing, as to be ranked with the leſſer 
differences, which ſubſiſt between Chriſtians? Or, that the 
church of Chnft can any way advance the honour and in- 
tereſt of true Chriſtianity, while ſhe treats one of the two 
poſitive inſtitutions of Chriſt, as unworthy of her ſtrict re- 
gard, and to be by her diſpenſed with, at pleaſure, to all 
thoſe, who are unwilling to obey him in it? For this is what 
ſhe does, when fhe receives unbaptized perſons into fellow- 
ſhip, or to the privileges of Chriſtian church memberſhip 
and communion ; and every baptized believer does the fame, 
whenever he communicates with a congregation of unbap- 
tized Chriſtians, . This is in fact no leſs than putting a con- 
tempt upon the command of our Lord to baptize all na- 
. tions; a kind of renouncing their own baptiſm, and _ 
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Iy declaring, that it is unneceſſary to church privileges; not- 
withſtanding Chriſt has ſolemnly affirmed, that except a man 
be born of water, and 9 the Spirit, he cannot ſee, or enter into, 
his church. It is alſo encouraging other profeſſors to put 
the greater contempt upon it, and to continue in their non- 
obedience to it. Nay, we thereby, ſo far as the act extends, 
annul one of God's moſt ſolemn commands, to the degra- 
ding his authority and honour ; and whatever does this, can 
never advance the honour and intereſt of true Chriſtianity,” 
And our author as weakly ſuppoſes, p. 39, and then as 
unjuſtly imputes to the Baptiſts, that, with a ſort of ſuper- 
© ſtitious regard, they too much look upon the Lord's Sup- 
« 'per, as an ordinance of greater importance and efficac 
© than baptiſm; and that, unleſs this were ſuppoſed nel | 
« ſary, particularly to qualify them for that greater privi- 
© lege, the authority of Chriſt, and any other ends of its 
appointment would not be ſufficient to prevent their neg- 
< Ieting it.” But ſurely Philocath. muſt know, that there are 
no woes 2; who pay a higher and more ſtrict regard to the au- 
thority of Chriſt, in every thing, than the Baptiſts; which 
high and ſtrict regard of theirs to Chriſt's authority is the ve- 
ry thing that diſpleaſes him. Moreover, he furely muft alſo 
Know, that they never were ſo ſuperſtitious, nor ſo ignorant, as 
to think the Lord's Supper an ordinance of greater importance and 
efficacy than baptiſm, For we think, baptiſm is an ordinance 
of the higheſt and greateſt importance and efficacy to the fin- 
cere ſubjet; and that there are far greater bleſſings and 
promiſes made over to the upright. performance of it, than 
to any other chriſtian duty whatſoever ; as he may have read 
in many parts of my works, and ought to have remembered, 
whilſt he was writing what has no foundation either in 
truth or reaſon. For revelation, beſides the bleſſings and 
promiſes therein made over to baptiſm, informs us from the 
higheſt authority, that it is an ordinance, which ſhall continue 
to the end of the world, Matth. xxviii. 20. but ſpeaks of the 
Lord's Supper only as a temporary inſtitution, that ſhall ceaſe 
upon Chriſt's ſecond coming amongſt his Church and peo- 
ple, 1 Cor. xi. 26. And though we believe, that none 
ought to partake of the Lord's Supper, but thoſe, who are 
baptized ; it is not, as our author pretends, becauſe we think 
it a greater privilege, or are ſo abſurd as to imagine that the 
lefer can give a right and title to the greater; but the quite 
contrary, that the greater gives the right and title to partake 
of the lefler ; which, in compariſon with it, is but a ſeconda- 
ry inſtitution, a part of the tated ſervice in the Chriſtian 
| church, 
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church, Acts xx. 7. to be performed every Lord's Day in re 
membrance of Chriſt, and to revive in our minds the bleſſ- 
ings we did, or might have received, and the high obligations 

we laid ourſelves under to Chriſt, when we cntered into the 
moſt ſolemn engagements, and put on Chri/?, by being bap- 
tized into Chriſt. The charge of ſuperſtition, therefore, ra- 
ther belongs to our author himſelf; for does not he, ſeemingly 
at leaſt, ſhew a ſuperſtitious regard to the Lord's Supper, 
who is for the obſervation of that, though he is ſo indiffe- 
rent about baptiſm, that he is for admitting perſons to com- 
munion, .and yet thinks they need not be baptized, not- 
withſtanding Chriſt commanded the one to be obſerved by 
all, who believe in-him, as well as the other. And for this 
reaſon we ebſerve both ordinances, as injoined by Chriſt ; 
and conſequently plead for baptiſm as his inſtitution, and not 
merely as a condition of admiſhon to the holy communion, 
And this is the very ſame thing, which Dr. F— pleads for 
in his Sermon upon baptiſm : Though Philocath. ſays, p. 
8. There is not a ſingle ſentence, which contains any 
thing directly relating to the terms of communion among 
< Chriſtians; or which repreſents it, as the Doctor's ſenti- 
© ment, that baptiſm was appointed to be complied with 
© as a qualification to that purpoſe. The only paſſage I 
< know of, which can be thought to have any remote view 
< to this ſubject, is towards the end of that Sermon; and if 
< it ſhews any thing at all, it is, that the Doctor's opinion 

© concerning the ends of baptiſm was quite otherwiſe, For 
© he ſays, If it (baptiſm) be properly deſcribed by the mo- 
ee dern ſtile of a viſible admiſſion into the Chriſtian church, 
& I can ſee no reaſon why it may not be as uſeful to one 
c fort of Chriſtians as to another.” Where you ſee, Sir, 
© the Doctor calls this a modern ſtile, queſtions the proprie- 
© ty of it, and, admitting the moſt in its favour, ſpeaks of 
© it, even in this light, not as abſolutely neceſſary, but on- 
* ly, as what may be uſeful,” But what muſt be thought of 
a writer, who will quote after this manner; pick out from 
more than a full page two or three lines of the leaſt weight, 
and then ſay of thoſe few words, it is the only paſſage I 
know of, which can be thought to have avy renicte view to the 
fubje ; notwithſtanding he had directly under his eye all 
that follows, p. 2, 3, of my Examination. < 

Hence it plainly appears, that the church of Corinth was ga- 

thered by St. Paul's firſt preaching the word of God, and then 
Eaptizing thoſe who believed the dectrine of the Lord, which he 
preached, And all this the Deftor himſelf muſt , allow, 
viranſe, in his ſermon upen baptiſm, be expreſsly foys, © RE 
n 2 | the 
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| the proper ſubjects of baptiſm—are only the adult, upon ma- 
king a free and 4 — profeſſion of their faith in Chriſt, 


and repentance towards God, is, I think, abundantly confirmed 
by the whole ſtrain and current of the New Teſtament. 
The text itſelf appears to me to afford a manifeſt and ſtron 
demonſtration, in which it is directly aſſerted, that as many, 
i. e. all without exception (for St. Paul himſelf does not e- 
clude one ſingle caſe, and therefore Chriſtians ought not, how- 
ever neceſſary it may be to the ſupport of a favourite ſcheme, 
to which they are moſt zealoufly and fondiy devoted) in the 
text, I ſay, it is directly aſſerted, that all, without exception, 
who are baptized into Chriſt, do put on Chriſt. The phraſe 
plainly denotes a voluntary act of their own, an act of pie- 
ty in the ſubjects of baptiſm,” And a little lower, . To put 
on Chriſt is to take upon us the Chriſtian character, and to 
bind ourſelves in a folemn engagement to imitate the tem- 
per and life of Chriſt ; as all did, if we may give credit to 
St. Paul, who were baptized in the firſt age of Chriſtiani- 
ty.” And in the concluſion, he ſays, If the words of the 
inſtitution are either way concluſive, it is, moſt undoubted- 
ly, on the ſide of the perpetual duration of baptiſm, and the. 
univerſal extent of its obligation. And if we conſult the 
nature and uſes of this ordinance, we ſhall find, that nothing 
can lead us to conclude, that it was deſigned to be only tem- 
porary, or to be confined to proſelytes: on the contrary, all 
the uſes: of it, that are ſpecified in ſcripture, ary the ſeveral 
expreſſions, by which the true nature of it is there repreſent- 
ed, appear to me, to be equally applicable to every age of 
the church, and to all the believers of Chriſtianity. Take 
baptiſm either as a publick profeſſion of the Chriftian reli- 
gion, by a certain ſignificant rite, which 1 take to be, in 
good part, the meaning of the text, that as many as are 7 4 
tized into Chriſt, do put on Chri/t ; or conſider it in St. Pe- 
ter's notion of it, as the anſwer of a good conſcience towards 
God; or if it be properly deſcribed by the modern ſtile of a 
vifible adn lam 15 Greer church; I can ces Es 
why it may not be as uſeful to one ſort of Chriſtians as to ano- 
ther, nor conſequently, why the uſe of it ſhould be limited 
to proſelytes only.—Upon the whole, ſince there is ſo great 
reaſon to believe, that the ordinance of baptiſm is of au- 
thority and force in all ages, and with reſpect to all Chriſti- 
ans; let us honour God by readily ſubmitting to this law, 
which he hath preſcribed. And to thoſe, in particular, who 
ate fully convinced of their duty, but have hitherto failed 
in this part of their K beg leave to addreſs myſelf 
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in the words of Ananias to Saul, with which I ſhall 
_ conclude this diſcourſe, And now, why tarrieft thou? ariſe, 
and be baptized, and ſincerely repenting, waſh away thy 
fins, calling en the name of the Lord.“ : — 
„As the Doctor here pleads ſo ſtrongly for obedience to the 
. ordinance of baptiſm, as the inſtitution of Chriſt, univerſally 
binding upon all Chriſtians without exception, of authority and 
force in all ages, and with reſpect to all Chriſtians, equally applica- 
ble to every age of the Church, and to all the believers of Chriſti- 
anity; for taking upon us the Chriſtian character, and making 
@ publick profeſſim of the Chriſtian religion, in the anſwer of a 
good conſcience towards God : then, conſequently, no profeſſed 
Chriſtians ſhould live without it, or be admitted to the holy 
communion, whilſt they refuſe to be baptized. And whe- 
ther our author's picking out from this paſſage, in which 
there are ſo many expreſſions much ftronger, and of much 
higher authority than the few words, the modern ſtile, above 
recited, and giving ſuch a ſtrange repreſentation to his read- 
ers as he has there done, may be called, in his own words, 
p. 13, 4 piece of management, that nothing ſhall go beyond it 
for falſity and groſs confidence 5 and for what ends this was 
done, or how it can be vindicated, I ſhall leave to the read- 
er's thoughts. | 3 baun 51055 
As to the pretence, with which Philocath. concludes his 
performance, that if promiſcuous. communion were to be uni- 
« yerſally put in practice, the Baptiſts— would have the beſt 
< opportunities for recommending and ſupporting their ſen- 
s timents—and conſequently, inſtead of being diminiſhed, 
© they would be in a fair way of becoming exceedingly more 
numerous; it is entirely without foundation. For in. this 
caſe, truth and facts are too ſtubborn to yield to mere empty 
pretences. John Bunyan, I believe, was the firſt, who tried 
the experiment; upon which many of his members, who 
greatly diſapproved it, left him, and aſſembled together in a 
chamber by themſelves, ſo long as moſt of them lived; and 
Bunyan himſelf, as I have been informed, lived to ſee his er- 
ror, and lamented his conduct therein, before he died: 
for ſo many pædobaptiſts had been admitted by him, that: 
the majority of his church were unbaptized ; and after his 
demiſe, having choſen an independent for their 'miniſter, 
they gradually became, and ftill remain, a pædobaptiſt con- 
gregation. 5 31 «L118 
Ihe next as Bi to this at Bedford, was, I believe, the con- 
gregation meeting in Bridewell- Alley, near St. George's church 
in Southwark; to which, ſome time after they had ro N 
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Mr. Dawkes the elder, for their paſtor, ſeveral pædobaptiſis 
offered to join in their communion, under his miniſtry; and 
meetings of the church were held, to conſider of the pro- 
poſal, which Mr; Dawkes himſelf approved; and under his 
influence, a majority of the church being gained over to 
fide with him, it was at laſt agreed to accept the offer, and 
to receive the pædobaptiſts to memberſhip and communion 
with them; and, accordingly, they were admitted. Upon 
which, ſeveral of the members, who diſapproved ſuch unwar- 
rantable, unſcriptural communion, went off, and joined 
themſelves to other churches, What worldly advantages 
Mr, Dawkes himſelf gained by this procedure, or how 
* the ſubſcriptions for him were thereby increaſed, 
I do not know; but ſo many pædobaptlſts were received 
by him, that after his death, according to the information 
given me, there was much confuſion or diſharmony in the 
church, and Mr. Philips, a Baptiſt, preached to them for 
ſome time; but, as he could not be eaſy, he left them, and 
they choſe Mr. Stevens, an independent, for their miniſter ; 
upon which, many of the Baptiſts, ſeeing the fatal conſe- 
quence of. the error they had committed under Mr. Dawkes, 
went off to Dr. Gill; fo that the church is now a pædo- 
baptiſt congregation of the independent denomination, un- 
der the paſtoral care of Mr. Rogers. 

And what higher and greater, or rather, what little or 
even no regard, is ever likely to be paid to that ſolemn in- 
ſtitution, which our bleſſed Lord commanded to be admi- 
niſtered, in the name 75 the Father, and of the Sen, and of 


the Holy Ghoſt, unto diſciples of all nations inſtructed in the 


Chriſtian principles, even unto the end of the world, if the Bap- 


\ tiſts ſhould ever make trial of our author's ſham expedient, and 


univerſally put it in practice, is farther manifeſt from Dr, F—'s 
joining with pædobaptiſts, upon his deſerting the church at 
Barbican; appears in the appeal made to him, in my Examina- 
tion; and is confirmed by the converſation J had with him up- 
on the point: when he could not pretend to ſay, that one ſingle 
perſon, who was in communion at Pinners- Hall, before his 
going over to them, had ſince ſubmitted to that inſtitution, 
or ſhewn the leaſt inclination to be baptized. What ] have 
printed in anſwer to Dr F—'s fourteenth paragraph, Phila- 
cath. ſurely muſt have read; but I will only tranſcribe a few 
lines from p. 51, as follows: If the church violates her 
truſt, and diſpenſes with the inſtitution of her Lord, by admit- 
ting any perſons to memberſhip and communion without 
baptiſm, as it is an ordinance ſo much deſpiſed amongſt men, 
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as to be almoſt every where ſpoken againſt, he will, if ad- 
mitted, moſt naturally argue after this manner, viz. Though 
many of the members of our church have thought fit to be 
baptized, yet it is plain, that none of them think baptiſm, 
of ſuch conſequence to others, either with reſpe& to ſalva- 
tion, or church privileges, but that they can, and do receive 
me without it. And, as they have received me to the latter, 
and allow, that I have a title or ground to hope for the 
former; fo I can get nothing, by ſubjecting myſelf to bap- 
tiſm, even in their account, who have ſubmitted to it; and 
therefore, I need not concern myſelf at all about it.” "UE 
The many paſlages I have already recited, with many 

others, which might have been added to them, without the 
Jeaſt notice taken of either by our author, plainly ſhew, that 


his inordinate zeal for his unauthorized opinion, has pre- 


vented his duly confidering, or at all attending to arguments, 
which are contrary to it; nay, even his underſtanding what 


he was writing about, or regarding the conſequences, which 


muſt naturally reſult. from the practice he recommends, 
though clearly ſet before him, and long time in his poſ- 
ſeſhon, p. 52, 53, in anſwer to the paragraph mentioned 
above; but I will only recite part of p. 44, in anſwer to 
the Doctor's eleventh paragraph. 

Finally, in vain do we pretend to argue on ſuch n 
as are maſt honourable to our religion, and to the great author o 


it, and repreſent bath in a worthy and amiable light, when we ſa 


far annul and degrade his authority, as to account or treat his 
firſt inſtitution, as a trifling and unneceflary thing, which 
a man may do or let alone; notwithſtanding his command 


to obey it is univerſal, ' For, this is the greateſt reproach 


and diſgrace to him imaginable ; becauſe, if higz_expreſs and 
poſitive commands are not binding upon, nor neceſlary to 
be obſerved, by the members of his church, or thoſe who. 
profeſs to believe in him, and are called after his name; 
then no part of Chriſtianity, as the inſtitution of Chriſt, 
can be thought worthy of any man's regard. So that Dr. 
F—'s ſcheme of promiſcuous communion. is really ſapping 
the very foundation, not only.of Chriſtianity, but of all in- 
ſtituted religion and ſupernatural revelation whatever. And 
all this the Doctor muſt of neceſſity acknowledge, becauſe he 
himſelf has carried the evil of Chriſtians living in the omiſſian 
of any poſitive duty, which Chriſt, in the name of God, and as 
inugſted with his ſupreme authority, has enjoined upon us; which 
is expreſsly the caſe of baptiſm, Matth. xxviii. 18, 19. he, 
I fay, has carried the evil a great deal farther than I have 
yet done, when he fays, * And in no one point, can there 


* 
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c be the leaſt juſt ground to object, without ſuppoſing, that 
© he (God) is a capricious, arbitrary, tyrannical being, 
© who is not, in the abſtract propriety and truth of things, 
© fit to be obeyed, nor conſequently, without intirely diſ- 


© ſolving, together with every inſtituted tie, the religion of 


© natute and reaſon itſelf.” 


. Notwithſtanding which, Philocath. ſays, p. 37. © As to 


© the argument from conſequences, againſt catholic com- 
munion, it is ſufficient for me to obſerve, that if the ca- 
© tholic- principle be in itſelf the moſt conſiſtently pro- 
< teſtant and Chriſtian principle, then it muſt be maintain- 
ed, whatever be the conſequences which follow from it.“ 
Thus he: would fain beg, what is utterly denied in his ſenſe, 
and can never be proved; and yet he ſeems, by theſe words, 
to be convinced of the conſequences : But ſurely, no wiſe 


man, no ſincere upright Chriſtian, can be wholly regardleſs + 


of the bad conſequences, which are likely to ariſe from any 
opinion, which he entertains. One would rather think, the 
bare proſpect or even the apprehenſion of any ſuch fatal 


and pernicious effect, ſhould have ſufficient weight and pow- 


er upon an ingenuous mind, to correct the error he was fall- 
en into, and not to think that it muſt be maintained, what- 
ever be the conſequences, iuhich follow from it. But for a man 
openly to declare this, and contend ſo eagerly for what b 


his own confeſſion the Scriptures are not uſeful to, or in his 


own words, p. 27, not needful to the purpoſe of ſhewing 
that, which, as a catholic, he contends for and main- 
 tainz and on the contrary, to grant, that the rite and the 
< ſubject of baptiſm, according to the Scripture account of 


© them, is what Mr. K. ſuppoſes : and to admit, that all 
© profeſſed believers in Chriſt were, in the apoſtles days, 


.© baptized ; and that this was agreeable to Chriſt's appoint- 


ment; and that they were thus baptized, before they were 
admitted to communicate at the Lord's table I fay, for * 
man openly to confeſs theſe things, and yet to reject all this 


ariſe from thence, only for the ſake of a novel opinion, not 


| fa evidence, and ſtifle the convictions, which neceſſarily 


founded in, nor ſupported by the word of God, is a ſtrong 


indication of his verging from the truth, and that he has too 


little regard for the Chriſtian cauſe. 


But before I diſmiſs what our author ſays of his catholic 


principle, I muſt obſerve, that it is neither a Chriſtian, nor 
a confiſtently Proteſtant principle, as he pretends, p. 37, 
For the Bible is the religion of Chriſtians, and of Proteſ- 
tants, What cannot be proved from thence, is, not to be 

| 55 f received, 
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received, but rejected. He therefore, who introduces a prac- 
tice into the church of Chriſt, for which he has no authority 
from Scripture, or ſets aſide an ordinance, which is therein 
manifeſtly enjoined by Chriſt, ſaps the very foundation of the 
Proteſtant” and Chriſtian religion. Now Baptiſm is plain- 
ly injoined in the New Teſtament, and was adminiſter- 
ed to all believers by Chriſt and his apoſtles; and conſe- 
quently, to admit unbaptized perſons to the Lord's Supper, 
is contrary to the Scripture, the Chriſtian and Proteſtant 
rule of faith and practice. Since then his catholic princi- 
ple is ſo inconſiſtent with the authority of the Scriptures, 
and tends to ſubvert the very grounds of the reformation 
from popery, it is to be rejected on its own account; but if 
it be likewiſe attended with many evil conſequences, as it 
muſt unavoidably be, the fault of acting upon this principle 
will be more highly aggravated, | (lt 
I I ſuppoſe, I need not take any pains to convince Phi- 
locath. that we ſhould have regard to the conſequences of 
our actions, and take care, that they are not attended 
with any effects, which may be injurious to ourſelves, 
to our neighbour, or to the ſtate of true religion. I will 
omit other things, and only remind him of the truly Chri- 
ſtian temper and conduct of St. Paul, who has taught us by 
his own example, that in — indifferent, where we have 
liberty in ourſelves to act, we ſhould rather not make uſe of 
our liberty, than grieve a brother, or cauſe him to ſin, | 
1 Cor. viii. 12, 13. But when ye fin againſt the brethren, and 
wound their weak conſciences, ye ſin againſt Chriſt, Wherefore 
if meat make my brother to offend, I will eat no fleſh while 
the world ftandeth, left I make my brother to offend. See alfo 
Ch. x. 31, 32. How much leſs ſhould we dare to diſpenfe 
with an ordinance poſitively injoined by Chriſt, when this 
may be followed by effects, hurtful to particular perſons, 
and. injurious to the cauſe and religion of our bleſſed Lord? 
But let us confider ſome of thoſe conſequences, which may 
probably, or rather muſt certainly, attend our author's ca- 
tholic principle, in admitting to : communion believers, 
who have not been baptized. And, 1 
Iiſt, It may tend to make perſons think too lightly of 
baptiſm, and live in the neglect of this ordinance, though 
plainly required of them by Chriſt. By this diſregard to his | g 
authority, they muſt offend their Saviour, and loſe the 
benefits, they might receive from their ſincere obedience to 
this inſtitution; as by it they would put on Chriſt, and 
ſolemnly oblige themſelves to live in obedience to e 
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which might have a good effect upon their future prac- 
tice, and intitle them to the remiſſion of fins paſt, and to 
the favour of God.. | | 
2dly, If they are led by this principle to neglect the or- 
dinance of baptiſm, it will, in all probability, by degrees, 
induce them to think as meanly 'of the Lord's Supper. 
For is not this as much a poſitive inſtitution as baptiſm? 
and is not baptiſm as plainly inſtituted by Chriſt, as the 
Lord's A Why then ſhould one be regarded more 
than the other? And if the Lord's Supper ſhould likewiſe 
come to be neglected, as much as baptiſm, the effects and 
conſequenees of ſuch neglect muſt ſoon be very bad; if not 
to the full of what the paragraph juſt recited from my Ex- 
amination plainly ſets forth. For one end of the ſolemn and 
ſtated commemoration of Chriſt's death, in his holy Supper, 
is to remind Chriſtians of the obligations they laid themſelves 
under at baptiſm; to*call them to conſider of their ways, 
and to renew their reſolutions of obedience to Chriſt; by 
thoſe means to improve them in the Chriſtian temper and 
practice, Another end is, 22 ſtated ſervices in the 
chriſtian church, to preſerve the name and religion of Chriſt 
in the world for the good and benefit of mankind. But, 
3dly, His catholic principle may tend to prevent a fur- 
ther reformation of religion; nay, to undo that, which has 
been happily begun. I doubt not, but Philocath. will ac- 
knowledge, that a reformation from popery was neceſlary ; 
and, that if thoſe perſons, who were convinced of the cor- 
rupt doctrines and worſhip of the church of Rome, had 
continued in her commuunion, and thereby prevented a 
reformation, they would have been highly to blame, as do- 
ing what tended to ſuppreſs true religion, and to ſupport all 
the corruptions of the church of Rome. And if the con- 
ceſſions he makes, p. 27, and in ſeveral other places, are real, 
he muſt allow, that the reformation of the Baptiſts, both 
with reſpec} to the ſubject and the action of baptiſm, is agree- 
able to Scripture, and therefore ought to be maintained. But 
if tbey ſhould ever act upon his principle, and admit to their 
communion perſons, who have not been baptized, or not 
rightly baptized, can it be expected, that their reformation 
ſhould gain ground? Nay, is not this the way to ſtop its 
progreſs, and, in the end, introduce infidelity and irreligion 
to triumph over the Chriſtian cauſe, as I had clearly ſhewn 
above, and alſo in p. 37, of my Examination? And does 
Philocath, really think, that ſuch conſequences as theſe are 
not to be regarded? Can any perſon juſtify himſelf in doing 
| 5 What 
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what will occaſion others to diſregard the authority of Chrifts 1 
and to neglect their obedience to his inſtitutions; which will 
tend to prevent a further reformation of religion, and to 
eſtabliſh thoſe innovations, which have been introduced in- 
to the Chriſtian church? With what view ſoever this be 
done, it cannot be excuſed. Whatever friendſhip we have 
for men, we ought to have a ſuperior regard to Chriſt, and 
to truth. Tis well known, that the compliance of Chriſti- 
ans with the heathen in ſome things, though done with a 
view to bring them over to the Chriſtian church, made way 
for thoſe corruptions, which were introduced into the church 
of Rome; nor is there any way to reform thoſe corrup- 
tions, which have been brought in, or to keep out others, - 
but by a ſtedfaſt adherence to the Scriptures, as our only rule 
1 and guide in religion. | 45 
In p. 31, our author ſays, I have already allowed - from 
« the Scriptures, which are produced by Mr. K —, that all he 
© ſuppoſes and pleads for, with relation to baptiſm, is true, in a 
s every circumſtance, except this ſingle one—of a conformi 
: © to it, as neceſſary to qualify, not only himſelf, but all others 
j © for communion.” Surely then, if I have erred but in one 
| circumftance, in all my {emingy methodical and bulky per- 
formance, as he is pleaſed to call my Examination, p. 6, 
he ought; not to have cenſured me and my writings, in ſo 
groſs a manner as he does, in many. places of his pretended 
Defence, and in his converſation about me; becauſe by thoſe 
words, he ſeems not very much to diſapprove my other 
* works, though now he treats me with ſo much virulence 
and ill- nature, as if he had conceived the higheſt degree of 
anger and diſpleaſure againſt me, for, one ſingle circumſtance, 2 
which too evidently appear throughout his pamphlet ; . but 
2m without entering into the merits of the caufe, as he ought 
| to have done, or, as'T before obſerved, ſo much as attempting 
to anſwer any of the arguments urged by me. | 
In p. 10, he fays, © 7 fee as much of likeneſs between 
| fearlet and the ſound of a trumpet, as I do 7 inconſiſtency be- 
tween the Doctor's Sermon upon baptiſm, and that of Catholic 
communion, Philocath. may perhaps have a peculiar penetra- 
| tion, ſuch as I cannot pretend to; and if he is able to re- 
concile ſuch, contradictions with eaſe, he is undoubtedly as 
well qualified to prove popiſh tranſubſtantiation, and evidence 
it to our ſenſes as clearly, as to evince what he has here under- 
taken to our reafon ; or he may ſhew that Deiſm is far pre- 
| ferable to true Chriſtianity, And it muſt undoubtedly pro- s 
| cure him as many admirers, would he but employ his diſtin- 
| | guiſhed 
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guithed abilities upon thoſe ſubjects. But let him conſider, that 
it is not poſitive and dogmatical aſſertions only, which will paſs 
for proof with any man, who has the leaſt diſcernment, I 
once had thoughts of ſetting in ſeparate columns the contra- 
ry paſſages of the Doctor's Sermons, in contraſt with each 
other ; but my defigned brevity will not permit that, nor 
many other remarks I could have made on the pretended 
Defence. What I have here publiſhed ſufficiently diſcovers 
what it is, and the contrariety of the Doctor's Sermons is 
too apparent, in my Examination, to require any other evi- 
dence, Beſides, if I had purſued that thought, it muſt have 
grieved the good Doctor, whoſe ill ſtate of health demands 
commiſeration, and for whom I have too much reſpect to 
increaſe his trouble, or add to the affliction he labours un- 
der. For by the information I received from one, who 
was intimately acquainted with him, I find the Doctor did 
not like the pretended Defence, when publiſhed ; which, any 
man might ſee, muſt of neceſſity revive many things, the 
Doctor would chuſe to hear no more of, But if our au- 
thor can ſee no contradiction in the Doctor's Sermons, for a 
ſpecimen of his ſkill, let him reconcile the ſecond paragraph 
of his Sermon on baptiſm, with the third general head of 
his Diſcourſe on catholic communion. The firſt plainly aſ- 
ſures us, that all profeſſed Chriſtians, who live in the omiſ- 
tion of baptiſch, diſhonour God, in the moſt flagrant man- 
ner and degree, ſo as to diſſolve every ſacred and rational tie 
or motive to the worſhip of him: the latter aſſerts, that 
the receiving to communion thoſe who live in the omiſ- 


fion of baptiln{?) for it is plain, he ſpeaks of them, is the 
moſt effectual way to advance the honour and intereſt of 
true Chriſtianity. When Philocath. hath cleared up this 
contradictioſitꝰ he may be ſupplied with many more to exer- ( 


ciſe his uncommon ſagacity and penetration about. 


I ſhall not pretend to ſay, what cenſure our author de- he mn- 


a +» 


ſerted 
impoſing upon the public a piece, the beſt parts of which 7 © 
are only retailed from Dr. F—, in a mean diſguiſe ; the 2% 
very things, which had before been fully and diſtinQly ©* In 
anſwered, . but republiſhed by Philocath. with the ſame . 


ſerves, or what may juſtly be thought or ſaid of him, for 


grace and boldneſs, as if the thoughts had really been his 


own, and ſo new, that no manner of reply had ever been 


given. to them. And I have in many places choſen to an- 
ſwer him by recital, rather than by new arguments, that 
we world may the better ſee the true nature and origin of 
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his performance, and regard it accordingly. The only prudent 


thing, which I have diſcovered in it, is the author's conceal- 
ing himſelf -under the feigned name of Philocatholicus. And 
though I am well fatisfied, who he is, that has owned him- 
ſelf the author of ſo mean a thing; yet, as he has not thought 
fit to reveal his name in print, and as I bear no ill-will to 
him, but ſincerely wiſh his welfare, and better acquairitance 
with the ſacred Scriptures ; ſo I ſhall not, without TONE 
provocation, expoſe it to the INS. 
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ſent to the Reverend Mr. Whiſton ſeveral years 


2 The ane, A full and particular Anſwer to 


its Friendly Addreſs to the Baptiſts, concerning 


bis charge of imperfections, and many other things 
therein contained: The other, An Examination of 
the Apoſtolical Conſtitutions, with a juſt cenſure 


r the ſuppoſed real Authors of ſundry paris of 
. A Preface to the Reader, occaſioned 


the The Memoirs of his Life. But as it bas 
Pleaſed God to take unto himſelf that pious and 


learned Divine, be thinks it aduiſeable to Suſpend, 8 


or the preſent, the publication of them. | 
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